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£ LECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


[qA 7 fi/STFST ST^T/tftoffo/9 7] 
5TTOT Sr, 
ete tut , TrfrpT 


ORDER 

New Delhi, tho 7th April, 1997 

O.N. 83.—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that the contesting candidates specified in column (3) of the 
Table below at the General election to the House of the People, 1996 held from the constituency specified in column (2) against his/her 
name has failed to lodge an account of his/her election expenses or in the manner required by law, as shown in column (4) of the said 
table, as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 


And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure e\en after due notice or 
the Election Commission, after considering the representations if any, made by him/her is satisfied that he/she has no good reason or 
justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons specified in 
column C3) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, a member of cither House of the Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


SI. No. & Name of the Parlia- Name of the Gintesting Candidates Reason for Disqualification 

No. mentary Constituency 


_U)_<3> 

(1) 33—Medak 


(2) -op- 


(3) 


-dj- 


___ O) 

Shri Minupoori Ramchandraiah, 
H. No. 2-3-41/1, 

Sadasivpet, 

Madak District, 

Andhra Pradesh. 

Shri Manna Vijaya Kumar, 
Singoor (V), 

Pulkal (M) 

Madak District, 

Andhra Pradesh. 

Shri Begarl Laxmaiah, 

Sirgapur (V'), 

Kalheir (M), 

Medak District, 

Andhra Pradesh. 




(4) _ 

Failed to lodge the account of election 
expenses. 


-di- 


Failed to lodge the account of election 
expenses in the manner required by law, 


[No. 76/AP-HP/97] 
By order, 
BABU RAM, Secj. 


To feet-T), 7 REA, 199 7 

ET.5T. 84-—fRATRR STRUT RR RATETA RT TO % f% jfFR ^TTTRft T ATTO ( 2 ) R RRT fafrFrT 
ETRT ATT ART% RT'JITO fRRfRR #: fAt 7 ^ll TTTO ( 3) A fRfRfE'A ffiq'lRH- CTfl A RET RTTR ( 4 ) $ 
AA% RIRT FrfRfTR UrUrT ATR RTAT TOT RtRttff. sfpp RffTfTfaTT rMrAA, 1951 RAT T 5 UT ERItj RtT 
fARAT TTR Rdf SET RRA Rpraft % TOTO ( 5 ) R RET R^TR ERA FARRAR RRRT RR A^f 57 %^ -R7R r 
ERRA T gT 

?lV, AAA RTOfaRT A REAR RRRT fer RET TT '4Y RET ERRRRT % fAR 77 A't Rjf TTTO TTRRl 

T'tcVto fiprr % at aa% rttt fro; rtt ^tatara'I rt, rFr e>t£ m, Fartf era % runtr f^farR ^'17 

TT RR RAT-ITA ft RRT t f¥ AA% RET REA TTRR7TAT % Far Rtf RRTRT EATO Rf rRTRtfRTR Rift 

WT, RA, fAATAA RTRW TFT RfafAAA E^V HTA 10-RT AT RARE"! R rfFA Eft Rnmft % FRTR ( 4 ) r' 
FrUtW trarfRRR'f Eft ARE % %rft 3ft REA % RT fEftft TTRR/RR RTTOAffA Eft fROTA RRT RRRT fRAR 
RfftiU 37RI=T Aft ATft TftT Rtft % TTT^JT Eft RTFUi A fttft rA Eft ERRTRpft % fRrr RtfRR RTTrTT | 
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[Will—V? 3 (iii)j 37 <3 irRRR: 3 S 3 19,199 7^ 29,1.9 1 9 

3"p!3ft 


ffirf^'T 33 f4q s ij i 

htp/pr toNr-siw 
fifi 3 ;. fi. sfFhTA 

ffitrfar ^ur srorfif =ft 

TRfih; qrn 

f-TT/dT 33 S|rp3 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . fifiF TThT % fvrfi 3T4 rrnr 
fimj-'I'T, 1 9 9 (j 

2 -mFTJJTTTT'T 

spamr vmr 

*r. fi. fi 7 4, ^jrrrr? r'm, 
WTTOT, 3131 

1331T33 333T 33 fill: fir 
wr 33:3 fi wft t| i 

2 . -Trfl- 


rrrtFr ^.Twfmr, 

3.fi. 2 3o/u, Trf*P4T W, 
TTlf/pT, 3T3T 

-TU- 

3 -45fr- 


ft fifiT 334 . 3 /., 

t . fi. 17 , fitwr aRfrrr, 
fitlfiqusT, sTF^T-t-rmn, fiprr 

—=r?r— 

4. -?nft~ 

-*/V- 

3333 anf/fir, -3fr- 

3 .fi . 5 7, _ rnVTRT, 33033, riTRT 

5- -tTpft- 

-if.x- 

4*nf 33373 3tct, 

3.3, 137 3/3, f33353, 
TmtfTtT, 3333?, 0T3I 

-3bV 

6- — 

-^nfr- 

3P£fSt *3tf?3T 7mfr;?tT, 
3.3. 42 3, 333T3, 34 T 3-0333 

-3?fr- 

7. 

-4^r~ 

Tnrfcfft rfrtmjtr firfir, 

3 . 3 . 2 7 <s/q, rnrirnr, firer- 
403406 

ffifu jirr fitfw3 firffi fi 

3»rr ?rf»T'3 3rrfi fi- 33 T 3 
rz i 


[3 . 7 (j/Jfr^r/9 6] 
mfisT AT, 
3T3 ttK, 3f33 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1997 


O.N. S4.—Whereas, the Election Commission of 
India is 1 satisfied that each of the contesting candi¬ 
date specified in column 4 of the Table below at the 
General Election to the Lok Sabha from Goa speci¬ 
fied in column 2 and nek! from the constituency 
specified in column 3 against his/her name has 
failed to lodge the account of his/her election ex¬ 
penses as shown in column 5 of the said Table as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1051 and the Rules made iheicnnder ; 


And whereas, the said candidates have either not 
furnished any reason or explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice by the Election Com¬ 
mission or after considering ihe representation made 
by them, if any, the Election Commission is satis¬ 
fied that they have no good reason or justification 
for the said failure : 

Now, there!ore, in pursuance of section 10-A of 
ihe raid Act, the Election Commission hereby dec¬ 
lares the persons specified in column 4 of the Table 
below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for 
beimi a member of either house of Parliament ot 
Ihe Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
Sene or Union Territory Ur a period of three years 
liom the date of this rider. 
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S, Particulars of Elections 

No. 

S. No. & Name of 
Parliamentary Con¬ 
stituency 

Name & Address of the contesting candi¬ 
date 

Reasons for disqualification 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

t. General Elections to Lok. 
Sabha, 1996 

2—Mormugao 

Abdul Abhas Shaikh, 

H. No. 674, Chandrawudo Patroda, 
Margao, Goa. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

-do- 

-do- 

Dias Constantino Crispino, 

H. No. 230/A, Patkcabhat, 

Cortailm, Goa. 

"do- 

3. -do- 

-do- 

D’Mcllo Jose M.C. 

H.No. 17, Pixem Dongi'iin, 

Khairevaddo, 

Vasco-da-Gama, Goa. 

-do- 

4. -do- 

-do- 

Thomas Barretto, 

H.No. 57, Boilapur, 

Sanguem—Goa. 

-do- 

5. -do- 

-do- 

Dcsai Jaiwant Sada, 

H. No. 1373/3, Culvvaddo, 

Cuncolim, Salcete, Goa, 

-do- 

6. -do- 

-do- 

Furtado Glorio Rosario, 

11. No, 423, Cusmane, 

Quopcm—Goa. 

-do- 

7. -do- 

-do- 

Ramkrishna Sitaram Joshi, 

H. No. 276/A, Sacorda, 

Goa—403406. 

Failed to lodge the account of 
election expenses in the 
manner required by law, 


[No. 76/GOA-HP/961 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 


qi feRfr, 7 srifcb 1997 

HI h, 8 5'—'flTCT FPtET'T STTOPT 1991 4lY fiwfa'T ?TJfr . 3 R JPTETFW 37 

(tfrriTWR ^ TfVa) % PT<t*r 10 Wft, 1992 % frM % faW *TftPT 199S*[ft fafaR *T3ff B. 673008 

wrnnsfisr % grctw iostSti, 1996 % ?rr<?T riTrr trfTfaftfoT TTftff'TqB, 1951 (1951 4 rr 43) 

urrr 11CT spf TFJTTT (2)% R"? (’Jr) % TTT^rnf R S 7 i% 3 RT ST-TTlfspr 5 fR f TT f, I 

(STRUT % TTlMt 414 if W9T 4) 

[A. 82/JRT- 3 rt.’T./3(9l)/93( ! 9 f lfrWK] 

5R'i?i %r, 

ma TFT, rif^T 


New Delhi, the 7th April, 1997 

ON. 85.—In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub¬ 
section 2 of section U6-C of the Representation, of 
the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 

Commission of India hereby publishes the Order, 
dated 10th April, 1996 of the Supreme Court of 
India in Civil Appeal No. 0730 of 1995 filed against 
the judgement dated 10th February, 1992 of High 
Court of Judicature at Mumbai (Aurangabad 
Bench) in Election Petition No. 3 of 1991. 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA CIVIL 
APPELLATE JURISDICTION CIVIL APPEAL 

NO. 6730/95 

Pralap Ganpatrao Bangar. . .Appellant 

Versus 

Ashok Anundran Dcshmukh & Ors. 

., Respondents 




[MT'Tltl~-TTJ ;) ( ; i)] 


xrt ? r ; t>TXprcx: ! 5 r 3 *r i«, i« 97 /xt 29,9119 


3 *> 


ORDER 

In view of the tact that respondent Nos. 
13, 15, 20, and 21 remained expnrtc in the 
Higli Court, notices to them are dispensed with. 
The Higli Court dismissed the Election Petition 
under section 86 of 'he Representation of People 
Act. In view of the fact that the term of the pre¬ 
sent Lok Sablia is going to expire by the end of June 
1996, we do not express any opinion on the merits 
as conlcnded for the appellant in the Election Pcti 
tion on corrupt practices. The appeal has become 


infmetuous. li is accordingly dismissed. No 
costs. 


Sd./- 

tK. RAMASWAMY ) 
Sd./- 

(S. P, BHARUCHA) 
Sd./- 

fK. S, PARIPOORNAN), 

New Delhi, 

April. 10, 1990. 

[No. 82/MT-HP/3(91)/93 (Aurangabad)] 

By Ordei, 
BABU RAM, Secy, 


7 tlaR, 1997 

’.TT.tr. 86.—Efrr: MMl trm'R XT RXTilR 0 RTT | fx fc-ilil Mr R'qT T Mm X fan isfdTRXT TTTTift 

X mx ( 2 ) if Mm-$5! ft I, mx ( 3 ) it xxx xim fxfafxR Mfcxr rtr trt a$x trord'f, 

Rtx pftffafbcT 'pfsfXT'T, 1951 cTXT X^PT 3RTp iJU fazpri STCT trrftficT RTcT dTtyft X md ( 4 ) if T»r 
tm Mm Mr xt Mr xtfaR xxx x trcrxR t-& 

tfkxx: TXT RRTfM'T -T XRT *mT M RTd XT 'dl TXT iRPTRcTT % fefU Tip TUX 0 ! mMmr Rift 

fa<TT | ’M Mm Mr xt xt rutur tfr xrr sf fx 3 rx rt rw wm-err x M M Mr xm xt rM- 
facx M | ; 

tpr:. m, Mtm trrxR xr trfwMrq Tr arxr i« x tr,trx d ^T% xd srnyfr % xrr ( 4 ) d fafxfcR 
Mx-M xt dTR % fxdt dl xxr x xt fdxft tdr Mr rmxw farm nfm x xm m xid tAx ^r % fan 
xrr xiM xd ttMt d dPr xd "ft xmxfu x Dm M%t MM xxxr 1 1 

XTXdf 


X. 6 fauH RUT MM-M xd 

X . *» . tflT XET 

Mm Rsd xd trmd xr tr 
tfiXXTT 

far|dT XT XTXR 


1 2 

1 

3 

4 


1. 191—TS XlM; 

M df/Mr XW xrt n , 

1 S-RPITTOT 5Xf X^fa, 

RMrTTS 

xli '4t Mt Xlfig R tTT fXTT 


2. —X^T” 

XR1TX T>X 425, ?Tt?fTET flfe 
TT3RPTTFT qxxr dfRTXra, 

—XR— 


3. —qjft-- 

u-id'r/d^r xirum xrax Tr, 

162 5/26, XT<4 cfldfl 
dlTDlf, dfbd HIS^ 

—xTr— 


4 . —Tifr— 

TTT-rfRT'T'T tm qftfxtRff, 
fhld^RT fOTITR UTR 

XfiTXfXT-s 

—— 


5* T”-' 

'fT^TRXRfr q?r. 3 8, 

URT TXT, sTr 

~RjV_ 



'TfRT'TTR 




5. 
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2. 3. "" 4 


19 1 

0 jf x 

TfwTTHfr p. 1 7 4 ^Trf'Hrdi 4rt pt rst Trfep pfr fr^T 
(qr. m.) pfaHTR 

—q4T— 

rPH Dtp . 1129 fr? PTRT iff?, —Pfl— 

^w'trrt, pfpHPTS 1 

—— 

Tfa . 44, 4^vn^r?l"TF?Tfl3, — Ptf! — 

fcRTRKPTP dfpRfTT 

—ar?fr-— 

TI7TT tip. 27 ; qiTPTTTfqTP, —Rfr— 

2 8 fflT TSTRlf, pfppqR 


130—oh. p5P7pr4t ptrtt —qft— 

3 8, HRPTP'tfaH ffR, 

pip, 


11. —qfr— 


i 2. —qfr— 


13. 130—hYsEWP 


1 4. —3ift~ 


15. ----snfr— 


i h. —snft— 


PaiPfTI 44. ppg 4qrf445FTP, 

•149, TTHTT^l, PRfrqft TINT 
pfWJR, 

— Pfr - 

TPIW^rtT p , H|ct RRT RTRR, 

(4t. Pf.) PTPEPigp crfqpPR 

—p44— 

TPRPRrf qt. 5|ijg d^rd, 

1 5 4-44, np. H^RTRlt, 
n‘r?FHT7Hr, pfpvRT? 

__^v~ 

TTPTPTtfr %. P‘p P-RIPl PIPER 

3 pRipr.ifsrq if it prsfmt Rri, 

— Tfl- — 

4>TTPT44 41. qqP tthtHI-, 

1 5 4/41 PPT%R HfqTTnrG 
( 4rt>HTo )3ftqr^rpp pfppqnr 

— Rfl — 

PPP'PR % . pqp d c qT PTRR 

PTRP TTPPP^r (41. V\, ) 

Ht^FPTPP, pfpRPR ; 

— pft — 


[»T 7 Ij/pfapfTTS-fa. P . / 9 7] 

zn^rr 4, 

tip, pfpp 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1997 

O.N 35. —Wve-ets the Election C 1-.1 union is suisied that etch of the contesting candidates specified in column (3) of the 
Table below at the Election to tire Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly, 19% lielJ from the Constituency specified in column (2) against 
his/her name has failed to fodge nn account of his/her election expense-, as mentioned in column (4) of the said Table, as required by the 
Representation u!' the People Act, 1951 and the Rule, made thereundei: 

And, whereas, the said candidates hove either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failures even after due notice to 
each of them a n-.l the Election Coinmisslon is satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

iso , i 1 i a e, 1 r pur. tan.-c j. j.cd > 1 i»A > the , ml Act. die ;.,c Lion To a nwitoo heitfby declares the person specified in column 
(j) o. Ji 1 .. T tb'e below to he dis} inliilel for hainy; -Insert as in 1 f.v bain j. a no ube r of oittui' House 01 the Parliament 01 the Legislate e 
,\ , . - tl y v 1 ., it, .■j c -,m:il j 1 a S.ate fo- a period of 3 years from the data of this order. 







1 ABU- 

S. No. & Name of Assembly 
No. Constituency 

Name and address of the contesting candidate 

Reason for distp tali heat on 

1 2 

3 

4 

1. 191—Pudukkottai 

S/Sh/Ms. 

Ganesh Ram A, 

18—Kamarajapuram, 

5th Street, 

Pudukkottai, 

Tamil Nadu, 

Accounts not lodged at all 

2. -do- 

Kandhan M., 

425, 

Housing Unit, 

Rajagopalapuram, 

Tamil Nadu. 

-d°“ 

3, -dn- 

Shamnuganathun V. 

1625/2h North, 

3rd Street, 

Pudukkottai, 

Tamil Nadu. 

-do- 

4. -do- 

Saminathan S., 

Kovilpattl, 

Pudukkudiyirruppu, 

Thirugokarnam, 

Tamil Nadu, 

-do- 

5. -do- 

Thilaguvathy S,, 

38, Kalaselvl Ulam. 

Hose Nagar 8th Street, 

Pudukkottai, 

Tamil Nadu. 

- Jo- 

6, -do- 

Periasamy A., 

174, Soolaippathi, 

Kadayakudi (P.O.) 

Tamil Nadu. 

-do- 

7. -do- 

Ramesh S., 

1129, East Main Street, 

Pudukkottui, 

Tamil Nadu 

-do- 

8, -do- 

Ravi P. 

4, Koilpatti Old, Street, 

Thirugokarnam, 

Tamil Nadu. 

-do- 

9, -do- 

Raja M. 

27 Kamarajapuram, 

28th Street, 

Pudukkottai, 

Tamil Nadu. 

-dO" 

10, 1 30—Oddanchatram 

Sakthivcl N., 

S/o Nallasamy Goundcr, 

38, Santhakovil Street, 

Ambilikkai Village, 

Oddarchatram, 

Tamil Nadu. 

-do- 

U. -do- 

Subramani. V., 

S/o Vankiliappan 

449, Palapatli, 

Vallipatti (POj, 

Vedasandur Taluk, 

Tamil Nadu. 

-do- 
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12. 13U-OJdnnu'iatram Panneerselvam, A. 

S/o Arumugagounder, 

K.a nduppagoundcn—Valasu, 
Tlioppainpatti IPO), 
Oddanchatram, 

Tamil Nadu. 

13. -do- Panneerselvam. K. 

S/o Randan, 

154/D, S. Athicombai, 

(P.O.) Oddanchatram, 

Tamil Nadu. 

14. -do- Rnmsamy K. 

S/o Karuppana Gonnder, 

3, Santhakovil Street, 
Ambilikkai, 

Oddanchatram, 

Tamil Na^u. 

15. -do- llcngasany P, 

S/o Palani, 

154/V Salaipudur, 
Athicombai (PO), 
Oddanchatram, 

Tamil Nadu. 

16. -do- JeyaramK. 

S/o Kuppanagounder, 

Parai Valasu, 

Kappalpntti (PO), 
Oddanchatram, 

Tamil Nadu. 


infer 

Tf ffeeft, 7 ifepT, 1 997 

5TT.5T. 8 7—TcT felNw ?TFm TT *TRTtIR 
tfl tptT | 19-oTRWfr fe)R TdT faqfeT- 
% q+feqft fem TPfiT '% 1996 B 

main faffed TT FTd TFT ntT, 

T . 21 fei fed ^IWRdWRT, Ttfefet-9, 

rife sferffer hfefefB', 19 51 sAt sfepT 

3R falfet 3TTT T«RT SEtfacf SPR fel^R 
sfef TT H^T TfeN TTT B iTTTTR fe, 

*ftT, TT:, TTT Spapff T TERT BRBT ffe T(R 
qT Vfl dTR WTR7TT % fpR Ttf TTT9> 5,<4 h1 

pfeErRi Tift fen | sAt feafer srfeR tt 
pbt£1r ;fr bbt t fe rtt tr TTtr wf.'rm % 
feq TTf Thfe TTTT TT RPfrffetT dfe 

srr:, sr, feafeT rrr srfufeR sht 
1OE % ?RJfron B W "Tl IR. NTife Tit B7TT 
% ferft -4t BR % TT fetft TER STUTT tfe 


4 

Accounts r.ct Edged r.t all 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


Accounts not lodged in manner required 
by law. 


[No. 76/TN-LA/97] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy, 

big qlt fe-JRBBT 5T*a*T fedR tfetR % HTET 
rt^t VK ?fR % fad w nr^fi dT errife it ?fet 
m Tt Ttmqfn % fad ferfet faftR tt?it 11 

[B . 7G/Ttftqfr-fe.n./9 7] 

Ti*i; ttfrr 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1997 

O.N. 87 —Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri N. Ajcvai, No. 21-Middle Street, Veemnkavundan 
pulaynm, Pondicherry-9 a candidate who contested the Gene¬ 
ral Election to the Pondicherry Legislative A'scmhlv from 
19-ThattHU-Twvady Assembly Constituency held in 1996, ha>, 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required 
by the Rep.cscntation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 
made thereunde’r ; 

And, whereas, the said candidate has not furnished any 
reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
notice, and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
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ShriN, Ajcvar, to bo disqualified for being chosen ns and for 
being a member of either House of the Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly 'X' Legislative Council of a State or 
Union Territory for a period of 3 yenrs from the date of 
this order. 

[No. 76/POND-LA/97] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM. Secy. 

7 STSta, 1997 

88 .—qmr fq^Wq «nqPr, 1991 q(V 
fqafaq snff q , 2 £ q«q rjjiurtftf rrrqf (thot 
rffs) % fTPCfa 5-3-1992 T fqtfiq % fan^ 
Slfaq 1992 fqfrq spfrvT u'etri 42 05 n 
Tuymwj T TTfPg 14 1996 % 

WTTET ft q>F DfaMtpTT qfufnqq, 1951 ( 1 951 

bt 43) Bff y ttt 116 qq^rrr 2% (^) % 

spjjmn q ?qr am a^iftpr tFTfn f i 

(wr%vr qfqqxnq ip qpr 3 BRT fn ) 

{«. 82/<m -m.B,/2(9l)/93(tTTB9T)] 

^TT^T q, 
5TB Tfq, qfqq 


Bifrpfr, toqiq, 1997 

qT.q. 89.—q>T qfrtfqfu-W qfqfqqq, 1951 
(1951 bt 43) urn 106 % qqqm q qmr 
faqfaq qTtffri- 1996 fqarfqq q. 3 q frqTfqrq 

T«q JitTqiqq, fwfqTq % frtfVsr 30-9-1996 % 

fwr qit uqrsm sRofqq qrr?n $ 1 

[ftpqq qqqr arpr^ q estt t ] 

[q° 8 2/^m-qieqo/3/96] 
aTTqq q, 
qrq Tiq, qf^q 

New Delhi, the 10th March. 1997 

O.N. 89.--In pursuance of Section 106 of the 
'Repiesenta'ion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 

1951), the Election Commission of India hereby 
published the judgement dated 30th September, 1996 
of the High Court of Judicature, Ernakulam in Elec¬ 
tion Petition No, 3 of 1996. 


New Delhi, the 7th April, 1997 

O.N. 88.—In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub-section 2 of 
Section 116C of the Representation of thd People Act, 1951 
(43 of 1951), the Elect'on Commission of India hereby pub¬ 
lishes the Order, dated 14th March, 1996 of the Supreme 
Court of India in Civil Appeal No. 4205 of 1992 filed against 
the iudgemelfit dated 5th March, 1992 of High Court of Judi¬ 
cature at Mumbai (Nagpur Bench) in Election Petition No. 
2 of 1991. 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE IUR1SDICTION 

Civil Appeal No. 4205 of 1992 
Sudhakar Ramkrishna Gangane, ...Appellant 

Versus 

Pandurang Pundlik Pundkar & Ors. .. .Respondents. 
ORDER 

It is fairly stated by the learned counsel for the appellant 
that the appeal has become infructuous since the term of the 
Assembly has expired by efflux of time. 

The appeal is accordingly dismissed. No costs. 

$d./- 

[K. Rftmaswamy, I.] 
Sd./- 

[S. P. Bharucha, 1.1 
Sd./- 

[K, S. Paripoornan] 

New Delhi, 

March 14, 1996. 

[No. 82/MT-HP/2(9l)/93 (Nagpur)] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 


APPENDIX 

Petitioner’s Annexures. 

1. Annexure-I-recounting petition filed on 

behalf of the petitioner, 

2. Anuexure-11- proceeding of the Returning 
Officer dated 9-5-1996 rejecting the re¬ 
counting petition of the petitioner. 

Court Exhibit. 

Ext. XI-true copy of the election pe f ition ser¬ 
ved on the first respondent and produced 
by counsel for 1st respondent before 
court. 

In the High Court of Kerala at Ernakulam 
PRFSENT : 

The Honourable Mr. Justice P. K. Balasubia- 
manyan. 

Moday the 30th September, 1996/, 

Election Petition No. 3 of 1996 
PETITIONER : 

K. Karunakaran, Son of Sint. Kalyani Amins, 
Murali Mandir, Poontakunnam, Triehur. 

By Advs. M/s. S. Narayanan Poti and John Var- 
ghesc. 


873 Gl/97—2, 
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RESPONDENTS : 

1. Shri V. V. Raglmvun, son of Velappan 
Valiaparambil Chelat Lane, Trichur. 

2. Shri K. K. Arjunan, son of Kumaran- 
Kokkini Veedu Pfillazhi P. O. 

3. Shri K. K. Katunnkeran, son of Krishnan 
Gandhi Varslia Kcndram (Sai Sadan) 
Ayyanthole P O. 

4. Shri M. S. Kunjrinni, Advocate, son of San- 
karan Maleppntbu Veedu, Chiramanen- 
gadu P. O. 

5. Shri Tholalhu Gicgory Kochu, son of lypc 
Kochu Tholathu Veedu, Kozhikode Road, 
kunnamkulam. 

6. Shri M. S' Chandia Prakash son of Matfa- 
kkalil Sankunny Inchumudi P. O. 

7. Shri Kundukulangara Chakkunni, son of 
Anthony alias Kechanpan, Tholur P. O 

8. Shri Chacko George, son of George Joseph, 
Peedikaparambil Varanam P. O., Alrn- 
puzlia, 

9- Shri C. J. John, son of Jose, Veluthonr 
P. O. 

10. Shr F. D. Joseph, son of Devassy, Pane 
kkadan Veedu Mulakunnathukavu P. O. 

1 L Shri Divakaran Pallathu, son of Ayyappan 
Kutty Pallathu Veedu, Vellooppadam 
P. O. 

12. Shri Devassy Chovalloor, son of Kocha- 
ppan, Chov valine r House Palayoor, Clni- 
vakkad P- O. 

13. Shri Mukundan Parakkad, son of Apputty, 
Marankulangara Veedu P. O. ElaVally. 

14. Shri M. S. Mencn (M. Sivarama Menon) 
Son of Kochu Govindan, Chanduvaraihu 
Veedu, P. O. Puthoor. 

15. Suit. Rama Raghuuandan, Keczli Veettil 
Smrithi. Akkikkavu P. O. Kunnamkukm. 

16. Shri Vadukkoot Raghavan, Son of Govm- 
dan, 5/680, Srtcpriya Vadukkoot Veedu, 
Chembukkavu. 

17. Shri Thocppil Rnjanpan, son of Kesavan, 
Puliyathu Veedu P O. Thekkumkara, 
Wadakkancheny. 

18. Shri Ramanandan. son of Jagadeesan, Kan- 
noli Veedu Edathiuuthi P. O. 

19. Shri Sunuy Pavaratly (Puthran) Son of 
Mathai Anthai Anthony Vadakkoot House, 
Pavaratfy P. O- 

R-l bv Advs. MA. K. Balakrishnan, Renjith 
Thampan and I Sheela Devi, 

R-9 by Advs. M/s, K. K, M. Sheriff, K. K. 
Javasurian and P, M. Mohammed ShFraz. 


R-I2 by Advs. M/'s. N, J. Johnson and 

The above Election Petition having been heard 
on !0-9-1990 the coutt oh 30*9-1996 passed Lire 
following :— 

P- K, Balasubrumanyan, J. E. P. No. 3 of 1996. 

ORDER 

This Election Petition at the instance of the petn 
tioner, a defeated candidate challenges the election 
of the first respondent from No. 9 Trichur Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency essentially on the ground that 
on a proper re-count after scrutiny of all the ballot 
papers polled including the ballot papers rejected as 
invalid and if the actual number of valid votes pol¬ 
led by the petitioner and the first respondent aro 
ascertained, the petitioner would be entitled to be 
declared elected from that constituency. Accord mg 
to counsel for the petitioner, there is no allegation 
cf corrupt practice in the Election Petition and the 
Election Petition is therefore not supported 
by any affidavit in that behalf. In facl 
learned counsel for the Election Petition is fairly 
submitted that thrs was an Election Pe'ition based 
on the ground available under Section 100(l)(d) 
(iii) of the Representation of the People Act. On 
behalf of the petitioner, an apofeation for re-count 
was filed before the Returning Officer by his election 
agent immediately after Ihe Returning Officer dec¬ 
lared that the petitioner had chained 3,07,002 votes 
and the first respondent had obtained 3,08,482 votes 
Cony of the application for rc-count submitted 
before the Returning Officer is marked as Annexure 
I in the Election Petition. Aimexure-I was rejected 
by the Returning Officer by Annexure-II order and 
he proceeded to declare respondent No. 1 as duly 
elected. It is in that context that the petitioner has 
approached this court with this Election Petition. 

2. In the Election Petition, based on his personal 
knowledge (paragraphs 1, 2 and 6 are based on per¬ 
sonal knowledge) (be petitioner has alleged that ho 
was a candidate contesting the seat as a candidate of 
the Indian National Congress (T), that there were 
two fronts contesting the election as also the Bhara- 
thiya Jnnatha Party and certain independent candi¬ 
dates. The other front was the Left Democratic Front. 
Lite main contest in the election was between the 
parties of the United Democratic Front represented 
by the petitioner and of the Left Democratic Front 
'epresented bv the first respondent. The poll was taken 
on 27-4-1996. The Lck Sabha Constituency consis¬ 
ted of seven Kerala Legislative Constituencies. The 
petitioner has given the names of those Constituencies. 
The counting of the ballot papers for the Lok Sabha 
as well as the seven Legislative Assemblies were ac¬ 
tually conducted in seven different places. The peti¬ 
tioner has given detads of the counting centres in res¬ 
pect of each Assembly segment of the Parliamentary 
Constituency in which he was the candidate. It is 
alleged that after the enunting of the votes in each of 
those centres was completed, tabulated sheets showing 
the number of votes polled for each rand'date, num¬ 
ber of votes reieeted a; invalid were forwarded bv the 
respective Ass ; stan+ Fctu'-pinv Offir-rs In ffia office 
of the Pptnrpffio Qffi.-er for No O Triefuir Parliamen¬ 
tary Constituency. At that office number of votes 
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sidercd valid were added in respect of each of the 
candidates and it was declared that the petitioner had 
obtained 3,07,002 votes including the postal votes and 
the iirst respondent had obtained 5,08,482 valid votes- 
Reference is then made to the Election Agent of the 
petitioner Sri Sidhartlian Katiungai submissing an 
apphcatioii for re-count of i he votes by scrutinising the 
ballot papers, inspecting them and making a proper 
and correct counting so that the genuine and real result 
of the election could be lound out. It is stated that the 
irregularities and illegalities committed during the 
counting of the votes at the 7 stations included impro¬ 
per rejection of valid votes obtained by the petitioner- 
as invalid, acceptance as valid votes of the iirst res¬ 
pondent, votes that were invalid, fraud and manipula¬ 
ted mixing during the bundling of votes into bundles 
of 25 each by inserting the votes received by the peti¬ 
tioners in the bundles of the first respondent, A copy 
of the application for re-count is produced as Annex- 
ure-I and the order c.l the Returning Officer is marked 
as Anncxure-lt. It is submitted that Annexure-11 was 
vitiated by non-application of the Returning Officer to 
the genuine complaints (it appears to me that the 
word ‘of mind’ has been omitted after- the words ‘non- 
application’) In paragraph 6 it is stated that consi¬ 
dering the fact that in ihe matter of counting of votes 
in the election, the number to be counted is very large 
and accuracy of counting is absolutely essential, in¬ 
structions had been issued that absolute accuracy 
should be ensured by providing that at the table of the 
Returning Officer|Assistant Returning Officer, 5 % of 
the bundles of bajipt papers of the different contesling 
candidates shall be counted. It is stated that this was 
pot done in any of the 7 counting centres probably 
due to the prolongation of the counting and lack of 
time. It is submitted that this was imperative in this 
case because throughout the process of counting the 
number of votes counted for the two main contesting 
candidates were more or less procCed'ng equally. This 
close neck to neck race between the two main con¬ 
testing candidates was also an added incentive to the 
counting stall of pro-left minded to manipulate the 
counting as in the circumstances a slight deviation 
from the correct countmg would tilt the scale in 
favour of the first respondent. The averment’s in 
paragraphs 3 to 5 of the Election Petition made out 
of knowledge obtained through the enquiries made by 
the petitioner and from the persons mentioned in 
paragraphs 2 and 3 and believed by Ihe petitioner to 
be true refer to the counting done at 7 different coun¬ 
ting stations. There is an allegation that the stall 
assigned for counting namely the Counting Supervisors 
and Counting Assistants were mainly composed of 
members of the the NGO Union and some other staff 
organisations with left leanings. The direction of the 
Election Commission to post as far as piacticablc. 
Gazetted Officers os Supervisory staff was given the 
go by. From the very start of counting it was found 
that manipulations were made bv the counting staff to 
favour the first respondent- Counting tables were over¬ 
crowded with scant facility for the counting agents to 
verify the correctness of the selection of the ballot 
papers for being put info the respective compartments 
of the candidates. In several cases, the ballot pattern 
of the petitioner were put into the -eomnartmenK of 
independents. When this was detected and complained 
about, the matter was rectified. But it was not nossffile 
to detect several other such eases. Similarly, there were 


instances when the ballot papers of the petitioner were 
bundled in bundles of 25 alongwith the bundles of the 
hrst respondent. There again, when the mistake was 
pointed out, it was rectified on occasions. But it was 
not possible to keep track with the long drawn out 
counting to detect all cases of such mistakes of (or?) 
frauds. The names of the counting agents of the 
petitioner at various centres is given and it is said 
that those agents had narrated to the petitioner several 
irregularities committed adversely to the petitioner and 
they had also told him that they were helpless in 
rectifying the improprieties because of the hostile atti¬ 
tude of the counting staff and that the Assistant Re¬ 
turning Officers were not willing to give them a fair 
hearing. It is asserted that the sorting of the ballot 
papers were concluded only by the evening of 8th May 
and therefore the actual counting could commence 
only in the night and continued for several hours so 
that large scale manipulations of the sorting and bund¬ 
ling of votes could not be carefully watched for pre¬ 
venting mistakes and frauds. On the information 
furnished by the counting agents, more than 15000 
votes rightfully polled for the petitioner were either 
assigned to the first respondent or to other candidates 
or wrongly rejected as invalid though marked for the 
petitioner. The procedure followed on the table of 
the Assistant Returning Officer is also averred to have 
been adverse to the petitioner. Tt is said that though 
at Manalur, Cherpu and Nattika counting stations, 
objections were raised by the Counting Agents, the 
Assistant Returning Officers silenced the objections on 
the ground that, if they have got any complaint, it 
should be filed before the Returning Officer after the 
ballot count is completed, by way of re-count applica- 
Ton. Many votes polled for the petitioners were rejec¬ 
ted as untenable on flimsy grounds contrary to the 
instructions of the Commission contained in the oam- 
phlet showing Illustrative cases of valid and invalid 
ballot papers. Several votes of the petitioner were 
rejected on the ground of some smudge in some part 
of the ballot paper or some impression of the mark 
caused by the folding of the ballot paper. The pro¬ 
tests of the counting agents were rejected without 
properly verifying the rightfulncss of the complaints. 
It was apprehended by the petitioner that several 
valid votes polled for ihe petitioner- have been erro¬ 
neously rejected as invul'd on account of the lack of 
care bestowed on scrutining the ballot papers pro¬ 
perly. In paragraph 5 of the petition reference is 
made to the result sheets being forwarded to the Cen¬ 
tral Counting Station from the 7 counting centres 
after conclusion of counting. It is staled that 
Sri Sidhartlian Kattungal who attended the finalisa¬ 
tion of the Lok Sabha results as the election agent of 
(he petitioner was left helpless as he could neither veri¬ 
fy the invalidity or validity of the ballot papers eithei 
taken into account or rejected for particular candi¬ 
dates. nor could he raise any complaint regarding 
the actual mistakes committed in the 7 different coun¬ 
ting stations or the manipulations made at those sta¬ 
tions as he was not present at those stations when 
the counting was done. A reference is made to the 
announcement of the total number of valid votes polled 
for the respective candidates and the film" of an appli¬ 
cation bv Sri Sidhamthan Kattungal as the election 
.agent for- a recount. The narration of the gaent that 
'♦he count inn was, done in 7 different, stations, that the 
actual sorting out could start only in the night, that 
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there were large scale manipulations in sorting and 
bundling of votes and proper opportunity not being 
attordea for rectifying the mistakes and the rejection 
of the valid votes polled by the petitioner as invalid 
are set out. It is said 'hat ronsidenng the fact that 
it was not open for the counting agents to apply for 
recount at the 7 counting stations and further con¬ 
sidering the fact that at the place where the application 
for recount could be made ntimely, the central station 
at the Collectorate, the election agents could not be 
aware of the manipulations and mistakes at the coun¬ 
ting centres, the Returning Officer should have, in 
fairness, allowed the application for recount at the 
difference was only J400 and odd votes in a case 
where nearly 7,00,000 votes had been polled. It is 
then stated that in Kodakara Assembly Centre after 
counting was completed, the Assistant Returning Offi¬ 
cer announced that the petitioner had a lead of 1397 
votes which was noted down by all the counting 
agents of all the parties but at the Central Station it 
appeared that the lead cf die petitioner was shown 
only as 1297 a discrepancy which had not been ex¬ 
plained. The petitioner submits that he believes that 
if a proper scrutiny and ’’aspect inn of the ballot papers 
treated as valid and of the ballot papersl5000 and odd 
in number which had been rejected as invalid is 
ordered by this court, the petitioner would be found 
to have obtained more valid votes than the first 
respondent. 

3. The first respondent in his written objection has 
inter alia pleaded that the Election Petition tiled does 
not satisfy the requirements of Sections 8J and 83 of 
the Act. He has also pleaded that the Election Peti¬ 
tion does not disclose any cause of action aqd is 
therefore liable to be dismissed under Order 7 Rule 11 
of the Code of Civil Pioccdure read with Sections 
81, 83 and 87 of the Representation of the People 
Act. It is submitted that having regard to Section 
100(1) (d) (iii) read with Section 83 of the Act, the 
petitioner should have given the specific number of 
votes, details of the counting tables etc, and the reason 
for the improper rejection or reception. The petitioner 
has not pleaded any of those particulars in this case. 
The petitioner has made only vague allegations of a 
general nature without even giving any specific ins¬ 
tances or particulars. Such allegations could not even 
be legally taken note of. Even if such general allega¬ 
tions arc repeated in oral evidence that would not be 
sufficient to grant any of the prayers made in the peti¬ 
tion. The petitioner could not prove what he had not 

? leaded. It is therefore submitted that the Election 
'etition does not disclose any cause of action and the 
Election Petition deserves to be dismissed. It Is also 
pointed out that apart from the omission to comply 
with the legal requirements of pleadings regarding 
the alleged irregularities with specific detaffi? and 
particulars in the matter of reception or rejection of 
votes, the petitioner had nowhere pleaded how the 
said irregularities have materially affected the result 
of the election. It is stated that in the absence of such 
pleading the Election Petition is liable to be reiected 
at the threshold. It is contended that the attempt of 
the petitioner \s to hold a roving enquiry to fish out 
materials. Such a course of action is imnermissihle in 
an election petition. Tt is therefore submitted that the 
election peh'rion is liable to be reiected as one not 
disclosing any cause of action. It is further contended 
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that the petitioner had not verified the petition in 
accordance with law. The date of receipt of the 
of verification is seen to be 15-0-1996. The copy of 
the election petition served on the First respondent is 
not attested to be true under the signature of the 
petitioner as mandated under Section 81(3) of the 
security deposit is seen to be 18-6-1996 while the date 
Act. The election petition was therefore liable to be 
dismissed on that ground. The election petition was 
vague and since the petitioner was claiming a recount, 
the alleged irregularities in the counting with suffi¬ 
cient details and particulars so as to enable the first 
respondent to know m advance what is the case of 
the petitioner that he has to nuit and could defend 
not having been set out the election petition was not 
maintainable and the quesrion of maintainability may 
be heard and decided as a preliminary point. 

4. At this stage I may also refer to the notice of 
recrimination hied by the first respondent. In that 
notice while stating the tacts the first respondent had 
alleged that smce the election petitioner was a formei 
Chief Minister and at the time of the election, a 
Cabinet Minister in the Central Government, the 
counting staff always resolved the disputes when there 
was a doubt regarding the validity of a vote in favour 
of the election petitioner. During the Chief Minister- 
ship of the election petitioner, most of the officers of 
the Thrissur District in various departments were band 
picked and appointed t>y him and the criteria for 
their posting was their absolute loyalty and subser¬ 
vience to him. The aforesaid officers were manning 
the counting. As a result several votes cast for the 
first respondent which were treated as doubtful by the 
counting staff, when taken to the concerned Assis¬ 
tant Returning Officers were rejected as invalid where¬ 
as the doubtM votes damied to be cast for the peti¬ 
tioner, were mostly declared as valid. It is then 
pleaded that the first respondent had got information 
regarding this aspect from the various counting agents 
referred to in that notice. It is asserted that from the 
reports received from the counting agents the first 
respondent understood that about 200 invalid votes 
in which the seals were affixed on the divioding line 
between the symbols of the petitioner and another 
candidate were counted as valid votes in favour of the 
election petitioner against the norms circulated in 
that regard by the Election Commission. About an 
equal number of votes which should have been coun¬ 
ted in favour of the first respondent were treated as 
invalid on the ground that the seal was affixed in 
between the dividing fines though the major part 
of the seal fell in the column of the first respondent. 
This irregularity was mostly committed during the 
last round of counting by the Assistant Returning 
Officers of the constituencies referred to in that notice 
to help the election petitioner when it became apparent 
that he was going to be defeated. The first respondent 
came to know about it from the counting agents re- 
fered to in the notice of recrimination. Different 
yardsticks were applied bv the Assistant Returning 
Officers which had considerably reduced the majority 
of the first respondent. The first respondent therefore 
submits that if for anv reason this court were to order 
an inspection and recount of the ballot papers then 
all the vafid votes of the first respondent which were 
treated ns invalid mav also be counted as his valid 
votes and all the invalid votes which were treated 
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as valid votes of the petitioner should be treated as 
invalid and discarded. 1 have referred to this notice 
nr some detail because ot an argument raised by coun¬ 
sel tor the petitioner that the allegations in this notice 
itself substantiate his contention that there were mani¬ 
pulations in counting and that must also be taken 
note of while considering whether the election petition 
discloses a cause of action. 

5. The first respondent also liled C.M.P- 2730 of 
19V6 praying tnai tire election petition tie dismissed 
on tnc preliminary grounds reterred to in the atndavit 
in support of that petition. It is stated in the affidavit 
that tnc eleciton petition does not disclose any cause 
of action as has been stated in detail in the written 
objection filed by the first respondent. The allegat.ons 
regarding the counting of votes in the election peti¬ 
tion had been made without any bonafides and that 
would be evident from Annexure-I. No prima facie 
material had been placed by the petitioner for pro- 
cecding with the case. The electron petition did not 
disclose any of the grounds available under Section 
100 of the Act. The election petition had not been 
verified properly. The copy served on the first res¬ 
pondent is not certified as true copy under the signa¬ 
ture of the petitioner. The trial of the election peti¬ 
tion on merits would be an abuse of process of court 
resulting in harassment to the first respondent. It was 
therefore expedient and necessary that this court ought 
to dismiss the election petition as disclosing no cause 
of action and as one filed not in compliance with Sec¬ 
tions 81 and 83 of the Representation of the People 
Act. A counter affidavit has beeu filed to this peti¬ 
tion as well as to the recrimination. It is asserted there 
in that the election petition does disclose a cause of 
acion. The manipulations made by the counting staff 
and the mistakes committed by them have been 
narrated in detail in the election petition. The Assis¬ 
tant Returning Officers and the Returning Officer also 
did not do justice. The reasons which justify recount 
are furnished in the election petition and therefore 
there was no merit in the petition of the respondent 
to dismiss the Election Petition. The written statement 
submitted by the fir si respondent does not contain suffi¬ 
cient materials to deny relief to the petitioner in the 
election petition. The allegation that the election peti¬ 
tioner was trying to get. a roving enquiry was not 
correct. Since the nice was neck to neck, that gave 
the counting staff an incentive to help the first res¬ 
pondent by manipulating the court. Certain facts 
stated in the written objection are then disputed by the 
petitioner. It is stated that as the actual counting of 
‘fie ballot papers were made at different places the' 
election agent of the election petitioner who made the' 
recount application could not get the details of the 
irregularities and manipulations made in the variuos 
centres where the counting took place and there'i re 
hjs application d\I not contain sufficient details. When 
lakhs of ballot papers are counted apart from the 
fact that errors are likely to occur, when counting staff 
who are biased in ravour of the first respondent are' 
making the count, it will be easy for them to commit' 
irregularities and it is not humanly possible to know 
the numbers of the ballot papers or other minute de¬ 
tails. But it is clear from the recrimination submitted 
bv the first respondent himself that the, counting staff, 
supervisory staff and the AROs and RO were prone 
to deviate from the right path in the matter of coun¬ 


ting of votes or dec.ding the validity or otherwise of 
tne votes, the aliegauon that the various officers in 
Irtchur District were hand picked by the election 
petitioner and their criteria for appointment was 
loyalty to himself is alleged to be matte by the hist 
respondent without the least regard for truth. It is 
asserted that most of the Assistant Returning Officers 
were persons appointed after the election petitioner 
left the post of Chief Minister. The same was the 
case with the Returning Officer who was also appointed 
only after the petitioner left the post of Chief Minis¬ 
ter. Only the Assistant Returning Officers of Guruva- 
yoor and Nattika were persons who are Assistant 
Returning Officers even during the time of the peti¬ 
tioner's Chief Ministership. But none of those had 
any reason for any loyalty or nearness to the petitioner 
as stated by the first respondent. It is added that all 
the averments made regarding the illegalities. Irregula¬ 
rities and mistakes made during the counting set out 
in the election petition were fully correct and a recount 
by inspecting and counting will prove that fact. All the 
illegalities and frauds mentioned in the Election Peti¬ 
tion were committed by the counting staff and supervi¬ 
sory staff. It is admitted that M. V. Kurian was not 
the counting agent of the petitioner at Ollur and it 
was one M. C. Francis Mecheri. But it is asserted lhal 
M. V. Kurian was also there as the counting agent 
of the assembly candidate of the U.D.F. front and 
it is on the basis of his information that the election 
petitioner had prepared the election petition because 
he was also fully aware of the details. The various 
other allegations in the written obicction are also de¬ 
nied and the alleoations made in the recrimination 
are also denied. Thev are not being set out in detail 
because thev are not relevant for the present rmrnose. 

6 On 'he basis of these olcad’ngs ten issues were 
settled bv this court on 2-9-1996. In view of the 
preliminary contentions raised, as agreed to bv coun¬ 
sel. issues 1 to 3 formulated were taken up for con¬ 
sideration as preliminary issues. Issues! t to 3 are 
'he following 

“1. Ts the Election Petition not maintainable in 
law for the reasons stated in paragraphs 1 
to 6 of the written statement of the first 
respondent ? 

2. Whether the Ejection Petition has) been 
filed in accordance with the applicable pro¬ 
visions of the Representation of the Pet> 
pie Act ? 

3. Whether the Election Petition discloses any 
cause of action which requires to be tried, 
especially in the absence of any pleading 
that the alleged irregularities in counting 
have materially affected the results declar¬ 
ed by the Returning Officer ?” 

7. Elaborate arguments were heard on these pre¬ 
liminary issues. To establish the objection based 
m non-compliance with Section 81(3) of the Act, 
the first respondent has produced one of the two 
copies of the election petition served on him from 
this court at the time of hearing and hlis counsel has 
subsequently fifed a memo praying that the said 
copy may be received a 3 part of the record. For a 
satisfactory disposal of the contention based off want 
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of compliance with Section 81 of the Act and for 
answering issue No. 2 'in a manner more satisfactory 
to the conscience of the court, 1 have marked the 
copy served on the first respondent and produced by 
his counsel before court as Ext. XI- Since the 
absence of a proper cause of action in the election 
petition is specifically covered by issue No. 3 and 
can be dealt with separately, I think it appropriate 
to consider issues 1 and 2 together with reference 
to the question whether the election petition calls 
for a rejection under Section 86(1) of the Act. 


I-isues 1 and 2. 

8. In the original election pclffon relief <u) 
claimed by the petitioner is one for ordering a re¬ 
count after scrutinising the ballot papers polled and 
prayer (b) is for a declaration that the petitioner 
has been duly elected if it is found that the petitio¬ 
ner had obtained move valid votes than the first 
respondent. Prayer (b) as typed in the original 
election petition and in the copy Ext. X-l is to the 
following effect :— 

“If it is found that the petitioner has obtained 
more valid votes than the 1st respondent, 
then, to declare the petitioner as having 
been duly elected, and ”, 

That ‘and’ as per the typed prayer is related to 
prayer (c) which seeks the award of costs to the 
petitioner. But, >n the original election petition the 
petitioner has added in writing after the words ‘and’ 
the following words '(o declare the election of the 
1st respondent as void' and initialled the same. But, 
these words written in susequently are not added 
to prayer (b) in Ext. X-l copy served on the first 
respondent. But it is submitted by Senior Counsel 
Shri T. R. Govinda Warrier appearing on behalf of 
the first respondent that the other copy served on 
the first respondent from the court in terms of Rules 
210 and 211 of the Rules ol the High Court of 
Kerala does contain the addition of the written words 
‘to declare the election of the first respondent as 
void’. The defeci. pointed out therefore is that one 
of the copies served on the first respondent does not 
contain prayer (b) set out in the election petition 
in full and consequently the said copy cannot, be said 
to be a true copy as understood in Election Law as 
explained in Murarka Radhey Shyarn v. Roop Singh 
(A. I. R. 1964 SC 1545). Mithilesh Kumar Pande 
V. Baidyanath Yadav (1984 (2) SCR 278) and 
Dr. (Smt.) Shipra v. Shantilal Khoiwal (JT 1996 
T5) SC 643). If Ext. X 1 alone Is taken into conside¬ 
ration, I may be inclined to find some force in this 
submission. But since admittedly another copy con¬ 
taining the written portion in prayer (b) was' also 
served on the first respondent, I am of the veiw 
that it would be proper to hold that a true copy of 
the election petition in so far as it relates to prayer 
(b) has been served on the first respondent so as 
to satisfy the requirements of Section 81 (3) of the 
Act. This objection based on the absence of the 
written addition to prayer (b) found in the original 
election petition but not found in the copy Ext. X 1 
is therefore overruled. 


9. It is contended that whereas the election peti¬ 
tion is seen signed and verified on the 15th day of 
June. 1996, the security in tcims of Section 117 of 
the Act was deposited oDly on 18-6-1996 and in 
the signature and verification made on 15-6-1996 
the dam of the chalan receipt is shown as 18-6-1990 
and thefetore it is clear that on the day the election 
petition was signed by the petitioner, he could not 
nave included ,fie details about the chalan receipt 
nor could he have verified the fact that he had depo¬ 
sited the security. This is so and could have been 
of some consequence but for another important fact 
I ha- fact is that the election petition was filed by 
the election petitioner on 21-6-1996 before this 
court, in person and at that time he was in a posi¬ 
tion to furnish the date of chalan receipt furnished as 
security. In my view therelore the fact that tha 
chalan receipt contains a date subsequent to the date 
on which the election petition itself was signed can¬ 
not be made a ground loi holding that the election 
petitioner has not complied with the requirements of 
Section 117 of the Act or that it was signed or veri¬ 
fied at a time when the security had not been depo¬ 
sited by the election petidoner. The filing of tho 
election petition by the petitioner in person on 
21-0-1996 deprives this objection of its vitality. ] 
therefore overrule that objection as well. The next 
contention urged is that there is no signature at the 
bottom of the election petition certifying that it is a 
true copy and though the signature of the petitionci 
is found at the bottom of the earlier pages of the 
election petition, there is no endorsement to the 
effect htat the pages are true copies. In Ext. X 1 
at the end of the election petition the petitioner has 
affixed his signature in original at the place where 
the election petitioner had signed the original elec¬ 
tion petition in his capacity as the petitioner! and he 
has also signed in original at the place indicated foi 
the petitioner to sign at the oottom of the verifica¬ 
tion. To the left of the signature of the petitioner 
there is also Initial of his advocate. In between the 
signature ot the Advocate and that of the petitioner 
the word ‘true copy’ is also written- The conten¬ 
tion on behalf of the first respondent isl that the ab¬ 
sence of an endorsement in the various pages of the 
election petition that that page is a true copy of the 
original and in the absence of a third signature at the 
end of the election petition indicating that it is a 
true copy of the original, the election petition can¬ 
not be said to be in compliance with Section 81 (3) 
of the Act. It is pointed out that the two signatures 
affixed in original at the two places in the copy are 
merely reproductions cf the signature in the origi¬ 
nal and they are not intended to convey the inlot' 
mation that what is served on the first respondent 
is a true copy of the original. In other words It Is 
contended that the signatures ore not in attestation 
of the fact that the copy is a true copy but is merely 
a reproduction of the signature in the 
original signifying that the original has 
been signed by the petitioner. This technical con¬ 
tention could be said to be correct if viewed in a 
highly technical manner. But as has been held by 
the Supreme Court in Ch. Subbarao v. Member, 
Election Tribunal (A. I. R. 1964 SC 1027) mere 
failure to insert the words ‘true copy’ before or above 
the signature Which is put in the copy could not be 
held to be a failure to comply with Section 81 (3) 
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of the Act and if a signature is affixed at the bot¬ 
tom and in original at the appropriate place, it could, 
be treated as sufficient compliance with the require¬ 
ments of tht Act, I ant inclined to take the view 
that the affixing of the signature at the bottom of 
each page by the election petitioner in the copy as 
well as affixing hist signatuie in original in two places 
at the end of the election petition in the copies ser¬ 
ved is substantial compliance with the requirements 
in that behalf and consequently the election petition 
connot be dismissed on that ground. 

LO. The other contention raised on behalf of the 
frist respondent is that there is no proper verification 
of the Anncxure as required by Section 83(2) of 
the Act. It is pointed out that the Antiexurcs arc 
not verified by the election petitioner except to dec¬ 
lare that the same is Annexutc-I in the election peti¬ 
tion. it is also pointed out that in the copy at the 
end of Annexure-T. there is no second signature 
certifying that it was a true copy of the original. 
But it is seen lhat at page 12 of the copy served 
(page 1 of Anncxure-T) there is an endorsement 
that was the document marked as Annexure-I in the 
election petition and there is a signature at the bot¬ 
tom of it by the election petitioner. Similarly at the 
bottom of Annexure-ll the election petitioner Ms 
only verified that it is Annexure-II in the election 
petition. It is contended that there is no verification 
of the contents of those annexures. It is also con¬ 
tended that at the bottom of none of the annexures 
there is an endorsement that it is a true copy and 
there is no endorsement underneath the challan to 
certify that it was a true copy of the original. On a 
scrutiny of Ext. X-l I find that there is a verifica¬ 
tion of the Annexure as true copy of the anncxure 
produced alongwith the election petition and there 
is also a verification though technically it may be 
said that it is not a verification of the contents of 
the annexure but only indicating that it is the annc¬ 
xure marked in the election petition. But since at 
best it could be said that there is a technical defect 
in the verification and a failure to specifically attest 
as true copy, which argument I have already dealt 
with, in this context, it can only be said that there 
is a failure to comply with Section 83(2) of the Act, 
Tt is now well settled that failure to comply with 
Section 83 of the Act docs not lead to a dismissal 
of the election petition under Section Son) of the 
Art, TSee Manohar Joshi v. fvf. B. Fatil (A.T.R, 
1996 SC 7961. Moreover in mv view the verifica¬ 
tion and the affixture of signature in original at the 
end of the annexures substantially satisfy the re¬ 
quirements of law in that behalf and the election 
petition could not be dismissed on that ground. 

11. B Is finally contended that the allegations 
against the Returning Officer and the Assistant Re¬ 
turning Officers re all v is in the realm of corrupt prac¬ 
tice and consequently the election petition ought to 
have been o moor ted bv an affidavit in terms) of Sec¬ 
tion S3 of the Act, Section 123 (7) of the Act 
was emphasised in that context to indicate that the 
allegations would amount to alienations of corrupt 
practice and the election petition is bad for want 
of. an affidavit in support of the election petition. 
Mr. S. Naravanon Poti, counsel appearing for the 
election petitioner specifically submitted that the 


-election -pci it toner was not seeking any relief based 
on corrupt practice and the election petitioner was 
seeking relief only in terms of Section 100( 1) (d) 
(iii) of the Act. In view of this position, I do not 
find any merit in the contention raised on behalf of 
the first respondent. 

12- Thus on issue No. 2 1 hold that the election 
petition is in substantial compliance with the require¬ 
ments of Sections 81, 82 and 117 of the Act ana 
is not liable to be rejected under Section 86(1) of 
the Act. Issue No. 1 also is answered in favour ol 
the petitioner to the extent it relates to this aspect. 

Issue No. 3. 

13. It is contended on behalf of 1 he first respon¬ 
dent that the election petition is liable to be rejected 
for want of a cause of action for a recount on tha 
basis of irregularity in counting- It is in this context 
that I have set out in (fie beginning in some detail 
the pleadings in the election petition. According to 
counsel for the first respondent, the averments in 
the election petition are general and the election peti¬ 
tion does not contain sufficient particulars so as to 
make out a cause of action for recounting. This is 
sought to be controverted by counsel for the election 
petitioner who has tried to show that there were 
sufficient averments in the election petition to cons¬ 
titute a cause of action for the relief claimed. 

14. But, before I deal wilii this aspect, one line 
of argument attempted by counsel for the election 
petitioner has to be dealt with. Learned counsel 
contended that the scrutiny and recount of the ballol 
papers is sought for on the ground of the irregula¬ 
rities committed by the officers entrusted with the 
task of counting and the Assistant Returning Officers 
at the various centres. Learned counsel submits that 
•his averment of the petitioner stands admitted by 
the pleadings of the first respondent in the notice of 
recrimination served on li ra. It is pointed out that the 
first respondent has also agreed that there were ir¬ 
regularities in counting and votes which ought to have 
been rejected as invalid have been treated as valid 
and those which ought to have been treated as valid 
though iu his favour have been rciectcd as invalid. 
He therefore usmits that the petitioner has not only 
demonstrated that there was a cause of action for 
ordering recount but in fact on the notice of recrimi¬ 
nation served on behalf of the first respondent he has 
even established a case for scrutinv and reenuntmg 
bv this court. Learned counsel for the first respon¬ 
dent areued in answer that the existence or otherwise 
of a cause of action while considering whether the 
election peition is liable to be reiected for fsdure to 
disclose a cause action has to be decided on the 
basis of the pleadings in the election netition and not 
on the basis of the plead’ttgs in the written statement. 
He also points out that in the written obiections filed 
hv the first respondent there is no admission of any 
irreeularitv in the process of counting. The allega¬ 
tions regarding impropriety in 1 election and reception 
of certain votes was made only for the purpose of 
recrimination and question of recrimination would 
a^ise onlv if the nefitioner succeeds in his election 
petition in establishing the cause of action put for¬ 
ward hv him and in that nroress. the nuestion whe¬ 
ther the election netit'on discloses a cause of action 
has to be decided merely based on the averments 
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in the election petition. Counsel relied Ott the deci¬ 
sion of the Supreme Court in Jabar Singh v. Gepda 
Lai (A.I.R. 1964 SC 1200) in support of this posi¬ 
tion. He in particular referred to paragraph 13 of 
that judgment reading 

‘•If the returned candidate has recriminated and 
has raised pleas in regard to the votes cast 
in favour of the alternative candidate or 
his votes wrongly rejected, then those pleas 
may have to be tried alter a declaration has 
been made under S. 100 and the matter 
proceeds to be tried under S. 101(a). In 
other words, the first part of the enquiry 
in regard to the validity of the election of 
the returned candidate must be tried within 
the narrow limits prescribed by S. 100(1) 

(d) (iii) and (he latter pail of the enquiry 
which is governed by S. 101(a) will have 
to be tr'ed cm a broader basis permitting 
the returned candidate to lead evidence in 
support of the pleas which he may have 
taken bv way iff recrimination under 
S. 97(1)." 

He also referred to the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Ram Autar v. Ram Gopal (A.T.R 1975 SC 2182) 
wherein the Supreme Court referring to the reliance 
on additional pleas made in an election petition fall¬ 
ing under Section 100(1) fd)(iii) of tiie Act stated 
as follows : 

“If we may say so with respect, in taking these 
additional pleas into account, the Learned 
Judge completely misdi ected h : mself. He 
overlooked the fact that these pleas were 
irrelevant to and beyond tho scope of the 
enquiry into the allegations in the election 
petition falling under Sec. 100c 1) (d) (iii) 
of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. These “Additional Fleas" were in 
the nature of recriminatory pleas which 
could not be investigated in this election 
petition. As clarified by this court in Jabur 
Singh v. Gendala) (1964) 6 SCR 540-AIR 
1964 SC 1200 the scope of the inquiry in 
a case under Section 100( 1) fd) (iii) ; s to 
determine whether any votes had been im¬ 
properly cast in favour of the returned 
candidate or nnv votes had been improperly 
refused or rejected in regard to anv other j 
candidates. These are the unlv two matters 
which would be relevant for deciding whe¬ 
ther the electron of the returned candidate 
had been materially affected or not. At 
such an snaulrv the burden is on the peti-, 
tioner to prove his allegations. Tn fact Sec. 
97(1) of the Act Ims no annlicatjon to n 
rase falling under Section mof It ( d) (bit. 
The scone of the pnoirrv is tin-prod for the 
simnle, reason that what the clause reouires 
to be considered is. whether the election of 
the returned caertidate has heen materially 
affected and nothing else." 

ft is true that in .'I mmnosiro election nettttrm 
wherein th e petitioner claims not only that 
the election of the returned candidate is 
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void but also, that the petitioner or some 
other person be declared to have been duly 
elected, Section 97 would also come into 
play and allow the returned candidate to 
recriminate and raise counter-pleas in sup¬ 
port of his case, “but the pleas of the re¬ 
turned candidate under Section 97 have to 
be tried after a declaration has been made 
under Section 100 of the Act. The first 
part of the enquiry in regard to the validity 
of the election of the returned candidate has 
therefore to be tried within the narrow 
limits prescribed by Section 100(1) (d) (iii) 
and the latter part of the enquiry governed 
by Section 101(a) will have to be tried on 
a broader basis permitting the returned can¬ 
didate to lead evidence in support of the 
pleas taken by him in his recriminatory peti¬ 
tion; but even in such a case the enquiry 
necessary while dealing with the dispute 
under Section 101(a) will not be wider if 
the returned candidate has fu : led to recri¬ 
minate and in a case of this type, the duty 
of the Election Tribunal will not be to count 
and .scrutinise all the votes cast at the 
election”. (emphasis supplied). 


In the light of these two decisions of the Supreme 
Court I am inclined to the view that the notice of 
recrimination becomes relevant or is liable to be taken 
note of, only if and when, the petitioner pleads and 
proves a case for a fresh scrutiny in accordance with 
the requirements of Section 100(1)(d)(iii) of the 
Act. I am also impressed by the submission that the 
existence or otherwise of :i cause of action in a plaint 
requires to be decided on the basis of averments in 
the plaint and not based on what may be contained 
in the written statement of the defendant. I am there¬ 
fore not in a position to accept the contention of 
learned counsel for the petitioner Mr- S. Narayanan 
Poti that while considering whether the petitioner has 
made out a cause of action in his election petition, 
the court must also take note of the notice of recri¬ 
mination taken out by the first responded. 


15- In the written objection filed to the 
election petition the first respondent has only denied 
the various averments of the petitioner. Even in the 
notice of recrimination the allegation is mainly that 
the various officials had only attempted to help the 
election petitioner and had always resolved disputes 
regarding validity or invalidity of votes in favour of 
the election petitioner and against the first respondent. 
The first respondent has also specified that there wero 
particular irregualrities during the last round of count¬ 
ing and he has referred to 200 invalid votes which 


were treated as votes of the petitioner whereas votes 
of a similar nature in his favour were lejectedi as 
invalid. This allegation in the notice of recrimina¬ 
tion divorced from its context cannot be treated as 
an admission bv the first respondent that there were 
various irregularities in counting as averred by the 
petitioner. These averments, in niv view, cannot sup¬ 
ply the omission, if there is omission in the election 
petition, to make out a cause of action for the elec¬ 
tion petitioner. It is therefore necessary for me to 
rons ; der whether the averments in the eWt : nn netl- 
,; on make out a cause of action for relief based on 
Section 100(1 )fd)(iii) of the Act. 
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16, The law on the point has been settled by a 
scries of decisions of the Supreme Court though most 
of them were decisions rendered after the trial of the 
election petition itself. In Bhagwati Prasad v. Rajiv 
Gandhi (A.T.R. 1986 SC 1534) the Supreme Court, 
after referring to the decision in Charanlal Sahu v. 
Giani Zail Singh (A.I.R. K'84 SC 409) has held 
as follows; — 

“It is now well settled that in election petitions 
pleadings have to be precise, specific and 
unambiguous and if the election petition 
does not disclose a cause of action, it is 
liable to be rejected in limine.” 

That was a case where the election petition was iW 
jeeted at the threshold. The same view was express¬ 
ed in the decision in A/har Hussain v. Rajiv Gandhi 
(A.I.R- 1986 SC 1253) wherein it was held that 
an election petition can be and must be dismissed 
under the provisions of Civil Procedure Code it the 
mandatory requirements enjoined by Section 83 ot 
the Act to incorporate the material facts and particu- 
lars relating to the alleged corrupt practice in the 
election petition are not complied with. The Code 
of Civil Procedure applies to the trial of an election 
petition by virtue of Section 87 of the Act- Since 
the Code of Civil Procedure is applicable, the court 
trying the election petition can act in exercise of the, 
powers under the Code including Order 6, Rule 1, 
and Order 7, Rule 11(a). The fact that Section 83. 
does not find a place in Section 86 of the Act which 
authorises dismissal of election petitions in certain 
contingencies does not mean that powers under the 
Code of Civil Procedure cannot be exercised. _ An 
election 'petition can be summarily dismissed if it 
does not furnish a cause of action in exercise of the, 
powers under the Civil Procedure Code. It was also 
observed that the contention that even if the election 
petition is liable to be dismissed ultimately, it should 
be so dismissed only after recording evidence and 
not at the threshold "is thoroughly misconceived and 
untenable. It is therefore clear that the court has 
not only the right to reject an election petition on the i 
ground that it does not disclose a cause of action 
but has also a duty to do so considering ihe fact that 
the filing of an election petition is a statutory right 
conferred by the statute and is not a common law 
right as clarified by the Supreme Court in Jvoti Basu 
v. Debi Ghosal (A.I.R. 1982 SC 983). The argu¬ 
ment therclore that the question of sufficiency of 
pleading or the entitlement of the petitioner to get 
\elief in the election petition can be decided after the 
evidence is taken especially in the context of the 
notice of recrimination cannot be accepted. 

17. Learned counsel for the first respondent refer¬ 
red to the decision of the Supreme Court in .Titendra 
Bahadur v. Krishna Behan (A.I.R. 1970 SC 276) 
and compared the averments in that election petition 
with the present and contended that even such alle¬ 
gations were not present in the present case. Tn that 
decision after setting nut the relevant, rules in the con¬ 
duct of election Rules and the entitlement of the 
candidate to appoint an election agent the court 
observed: — 

873 01 ^ 7—3 


“.under the rales before a vote is rejected 

the agents of the candidates must be per¬ 
mitted to examine the concerned ballot 
paper. Therefore it was quite easy for 
them to note down the serial number of the 
concerned ballot papers. The election peti¬ 
tion is silent as to the inspertion of the 
ballot papers or whether the counting agents 
had noted down the serial numbers of those 
ballot papers or whether those agents raised 
any objection relating to the validity of 
those ballot papers: if so who those ocents 
are and what are th; serial numbers of the 
ballot papers to which each one of them 
''dvnured their objections these again are 
the material facts required to be stated.” 

It was further stated that if the allegations in the 
election petition are purported to have been founded 
on the information given by others, someone must take 
direct responsibility for those allegations and if the 
scrutiny of ballot papers was sought on the basis of 
assertions which were neither accomnanVd by a 
statement of material fact? nor supported bv any evi¬ 
dence. the claim could not be unheld. Tn Bhnblu v. 
Shen Govind fA.TR. 1975 SC 71173 the Supreme 
Court after referring to the earlier decision? on the 
onosfinn. laid down the followme conditions gs im¬ 
perative hefnre a court c mid grant inspection, or for 
that matter sample inspection, of the hallo* papers: 

“(1) That it is important to maintain the secrecy 
of ihe ballot which is sacrosanct and shoulcl 
not be allowed to be violated on frivolous, 
vague and indefinite allegations; 

(2) That before inspection is allowed, the alle¬ 
gations made against the elected candidate 
must be clear and specific and must be 
supported by adequate statements of mate¬ 
rial facts. 

(31 The Court must be priraa facie satisfied on 
the materials produced before the Court 
regarding the truth of the allegations made 
for a recount. 

(4) That the court must come to the conclu¬ 
sion^ that in order to grant prayer for ins¬ 
pection it is necessary and imperative to 
do full justice between the parties, 

(5) That the discretion conferred on the Court 
should not be exercised in such a way so 
as to enable the applicant to indulge in a 
roving inquiry with a view to fish materials 
for declaring the election to be void ; and 

(6) That on the special facts of a given case 
sample inspection mav be ordered to lend 
further assurance to the prima fade satis¬ 
faction of the court regarding the truth of 
the allegations made for a recount, and not 
for the purpose of fishing out materials”. 

I do not think it necessary (o multiply authorities 
on this question but only to refer to two or three 
decisions of this court on that question. In the 
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decision in. P. C. George v. Returning Officer R9S7 
(2) K-L.T. 842], after referring to the decisions of 
the Supreme Court in AIR J964 SC 1249, AIR 
1966 SC 773, AIR 1974 SC 283 and AIR 1984 SC 
396, this court has held 

"Section 83(1) (a) of the Act is mandatory 
and it requires that the petitioner should 
give a precise statement of the material 
facts on which he lclies. The word ‘mate¬ 
rial’ shows that the facts necessary to for¬ 
mulate a complete cause of action must 
be stated. The emission of a single mate¬ 
rial fact leads to an incomplete cause of 
action. The purpose of the Section is to 
call upon the petitioner to give a full pic¬ 
ture of the cause of action with such fur¬ 
ther information so as to make the op¬ 
posite party to understand the case that 
he will have to meet,” 

The same learned Judge. Parced Pilay, J. (as he 
then was) has considered the question again in the 
judgment in P. K. Gopi v. P. K. Raghavan and 
others, E. P. 17 of 1987 emphasising the need for 
pleading regarding material particulars. The view 
was reiterated by Mr. Justice Padmanabhan In the 
decision in Rnmachandran Kadannapalli v. K. P. 
Noorudecn (A.T.R. 1988 Ker. 141). Tn my order 
in E P. 5 of 1996 which I dismissed at the prelimi¬ 
nary stage on the ground that the election petition 
did not disclose sufficient cause of action for relief 
under Section 100(1)(d)(iii) of the Act, I have 
referred to some of the earlier decisions and I have 
taken the view that it is necessary for the election, 
petitioner to plead precisely facts which are material 
to constitute a cause of action within the meaning 
of Section lOOf 1) (d) (iii) of the Act. 

18. In the light of these authorities, what fulls for 
decision is whether on the pleadings in the election 
petition, the petitioner has made out a cause of 
action. It must be stated that except pleading gene- i 
rally that the various officers entrusted with the 
duty of counting were inclined to favour the first 
repsondent and that some of the votes which could 
have been found to be valid votes in favour of the 
petitioner have been rejected as invalid and that 
some of the invalid voles haw been treated as valid 
votes in favour of the first respondent, the petitioner 
has not referred to any specific instance of irregula¬ 
rity in reception and rejection of votes. As observ¬ 
ed by the Supreme Court in Jitendra Bahadur’s case 
it would have been easv for the petitioner to give 
details. His agents would have been in a position 
to scrutinise the ballot papers as and when objec¬ 
tions arose in respect of that and in terms of the 
relevant rules they might have had ample opportu¬ 
nity to note even (he numbers of those ballot papers. 
Even assuming that the petitioner is not bound to 
set out the particulars of the ballot papers which ac¬ 
cording to him were either improperly rejected or 
improperly accepted, it was necessary for the peti¬ 
tioner to dead at least sore particular instances oi 
some- particular tables or the particular counting cen ¬ 
tres where such irregularities had taken place, The 
petitioner himself has stated that wherever objections 
were raised and the objections were found tenable. 
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mistakes were corrected then and there. In that 
context, allegations regarding the improper rejection 
of valid votes and improper reception of invalid 
votes lack material particular. Similarly the alle¬ 
gation of bias against the counting officers is made 
generally. No specific instance or noparticulai 
officer concerned with the counting has even been 
named by the petitioner in that regard. It would 
not he possible for the first respondent to meet a 
case regarding bias on the part of any particular offi¬ 
cer without the election petitioner precisely pointing 
out which officer was icsponsible or pointed out the 
specific instance or instances where such improper 
ads have taken place. The third allegation regard¬ 
ing the votes polled tor the petitioner being bundled 
with the votes polled in favour of the first respon¬ 
dent again is ton general aud there is no mention 
of any particular instance when such a thing had 
happened. There is also no mention of any parti¬ 
cular instance when such an irregularity was brought 
to the notice of the concerned Assistant Returning 
Officer or any other officer and which was not recti* 
tied then and there. The mere allegation that on 
the information furnished by the counting agentsi cl 
the petitioner more than 16000 votes originally pol¬ 
led for the petitioner were cither assigned to the 
first respondent or to other candidates or wrongly re¬ 
jected as invalid though marked for the petitioner, 
in my view is toe general and cannot be considered 
specific pleading to support an election petition foi 
relief under Section J00( 1)tdfiii) of the Act. 
The only other allegation is that 5% of the bundles 
of ballot papers 1 of the diflerent contesting candidates 
was not verified in terms of the instructions issued 
in that behalf by the Election Commission. This 
allegation again is general and there is nothing to 
indicate that any of the agents of the petitioner had 
asked for such a verification. In fact, the averments 
in the petition tends to disclose that since the mar¬ 
gin between the candidates was not substantial, ex¬ 
treme care was being taken during the counting of 
the ballots. In that situation, one would have nor¬ 
mally expected the election petitioner though not 
based on his personal information but certainly 
based on information given to him by his election 
agents to set out the precise details' of irregularities 
in the reception and rejection of votes or in the 
counting or in the bundling of ballot papers. Read 
us a whole, in my view the averments in the elec- 
ticn petition do not satisfy the requirements of Sec¬ 
tion 83 of the Act as expounded by the Supreme 
Court in the various decisions of that court. Even 
in Annexure-I, application for recount made by the 
election agent of the petitioner, claim of recount is 
based on a general statement that it had come to 
the notice of the agent that there were large scale 
manipulations in sorting and bundling of votes and 
the bundles marked for the first respondent contain¬ 
ed ballots marked for the petitioner and no oppor¬ 
tunity was given to verify the same and that there 
seems to be 15000 invalid votes and many votes 
marked for the petitioner were treated as invalid and 
rejected votes. Even if one were to agree with 
counsel for the netifoner that the election agent 
was not in a position to set out all the details while 
making the application for recount before the Chief 
Returning Officer in the scheme of things that was 
followed in the counting, certainly the petitioner had 
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ample opportunity to verify and gather details regar¬ 
ding these matters and to set them out in the elec¬ 
tion petition. On a reading of the election petition 
as a whole I am constrained to hold that the election 
petitioner has not pleaded the material facts in pre¬ 
cise details which alone would enable this court to 
grant his prayer provided those pleadings are also 
substantiated in evidence. It is not open to this 
court, as has been repeatedly indicated by the Sup¬ 
reme Court, lo order a recount of the votes merely 
to find out whether on such recount the petitioner 
may be able to show that lie was the candidate who 
has won the election. The pleadings in the election 
petition do not make out a cause of action for order¬ 
ing a recount as prayed for by the petitioner. On 
issue No. 3 therefore 1 find that the election petition 
does not disclose a cause of action for relief under 
Section 100 (1) fd) (iii) of the Act and hence is 
liable tc be rejected. 

In view of my finding on issue No. 3, I am con¬ 
strained to reject this election petition under Section 
83 of the Act read with Order 7 Rule 11 (a) of 
the Code of Civil Procedure. 


Since the election petition is being dismissed on 
the preliminary ground, in exercise of mjr discretion, 
I direct the parties to suffer their respective costs. 


The Registrar shall intimate the substance of this 
decision to the Election Commission and the Spea¬ 
ker of the Lok Sabha without delay and shall send 
to the Election Commission an authenticated! copy 
of this decision as soon as possible as required by 
Section 103 of the Act. 


30th September. 199d. 

Sd./- 

(P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN, Judge). 

[No. 82|K. L.-HP.|3|96] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 
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-40ft.- 

—sift— 

ft SSS STS 9TSTS, 

519 it, stft sTSPft, 'Rtsrsrs, 

opTrcfniT i 

—sf r— 

81- 

—sft— 

—sft— 

ftsfts, 

2 468—E, ST7S—3, 

SSTSSS, TftSTSTT, 

$ffSTWT 1 

—sft— 

82- 

■—Sift— 

—Tffr-— 

ft stpT, 

sis fft ^sl, ss. s fssr 
'EftSTSTS, ffTSTST 1 

—ssr— 

8 3. 

—Sfft— 

—sfr— 

ft Sit'S s'tSS, 

l/374, fSETTS, ssft STStsf, 
TftSrSTS, iffTT'ST 1 

—sift— 

8 4. 

8 5. 

—sft— 

—sft— 

—sift— 

-sst- 

ft fArr, 

sis firsts, ftps sf 14141 <s t 

ffSTST 1 

frowns, 

stS S^Ti'iv, s. s. 131 , 
sftsrsTS, sWtst 1 

—SpT— 

-ssT- 

86 

—sift— 

—ret-— 

’.ft SS SETTS, 

STSStsSTSTS, SST 7 " 1 fi", 
SSlSISK, sfvST'SI 1 

—sift— 

8 7. 

— sfr— 

—sft— 

’ft TTSSS, 

STS S ST. TTST, fsST SstSTSTS, 
SffrPST 1 

—sift- — 

88. 

—■sift- 

—sift— 

ft fSSS WT 7 , 

O 

S. S, 5 0 8, SSS" 7 —16S, 
sftSTSTS, ?fsjT Sf | 

—sft— 







89 TO rcrPWY TTOW TO fas rW 

WWT % fTO WTWTTOT 
fWWYwW, 1998 

5 2—TO'WT 
WWTWT" 

TO fTOro, 

WYW W WT. WWWW T , f J lr-l 1 TOYWTdtK, 

TOtotto i 

fWWYWW awwf 5f7t TOi TO 

wwi wTOtw wtoy 
WW TO 1 

9 0- —TOT— 

—TOY— 

TOY w srwww, tct TOYprn, 

WtW WWfWWT, WT . fTOTfT, 

wiTOwywtw, TOtot^y i 

—wTO— 

9 1 -TOT'— 

—TOY— 

TO frrw wwrr 

TOw wTOtwt, tt . fwwrw, 

'TOrWTWTW, TOwTaiT 1 

—wwr— 

9 2. —WYfY— 

—TOY — 

TO TOtot^t, 

TOw 91 TO, 9T' UlWlW, 

TO^YT^TT 1 

—w?Y— 

9 3 -W?Y- 

— toY — 

TO WTO’ WpTTT, 

0 . TO 2 89, nTOw WWTO 
yt. wwtwwto qfTOwTWTW, 
wf^wYm i 

—wTO— 

1 

1 

f 

1 

1 

CY 

— TOY — 

TO TO?wr, 

TOW. 41 TO wHY, 
wTOwrwTw, gTOmY i 

—wTO— 

9 5 —W?fY~~ 

—TO r — 

TO totTOto 

TOw w wt, 9 hi, TOYwtwtw, 
wfYwT'nr i 

—w?fr— 

9 6. —WTO— 

—TOY— 

TO |w tow, 

oiw w wt . fwwtw, fron w>TOwtwtw, 
wTOwtwt i 

—-w?T— 

9 7- —wTO— 

5 3—WrTOWW? 

TO TOTOw wtoto 

TOP- TO. V., 3 2 2, 

tjTO WYTOTY wrTOwt, TOWWW, 

TOYwrwrw, ffwwY • 

—w?Y— 

98. —Toy— 

—Toy— 

TO wrTOw wtoyto 

wtw WWT WTWTT WFWJTO 

ww. wwwtotw, wrYwtwiw, 

TOYwFTT 1 

—WHY— 

9 9. —wTO— 

— TOY — 

TOIwwttow, 
tow. U 2 , TOw wtwTO, 
wt. wYTO, TOYwtwtw, 

TOTOtwt i 

— TOY — 

loo. —wTO— 

— TOY — 

TO ww fwuftw, 

—w?Y— 


7 8, WTO TO^VTTO, 

WfWWY I 
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101- SfcTFTT TIW 44 

5 3—^r^RpTS 

sftfsRFS f?r?, 

fotfm mff ?pt *f4f «fl 

?T%n % fm 7 gWTT 0 ! 


fmSTT sr??W*T?, 

#591 sif^spr spmr 4 sram 

fwfcrcr, 1996 


$fwi«!T 1 

1 

102. — 1 $— 


«fl snlsr 

ipTm p idiTT, 

srfoiwr i 

— i$t — 

103 . -lift—- 

- BTffY — 

>4r rtt?, 

1. 1 . 189/2, Trhr 

^sfmnrr i 

—Sfift— 

104. — *t$l — 

—— 

«ft jnftr 

w T fF5®t, 4m 5m, 
w nrtfsR; ** 14 <, 

^ . TOST 7 !?, ^tflTT^TT, 
ffmrwr i 

—^tfr— 

105- — — 

— 1$ — 

>4r 

IT. 4. 72 0,^r^*fWirT, 

$fWlT 

— w?fi — 

106. —^— 

— *nfr — 

41 ^ 

87, rfTTfr ^TvfPfl, TflTIsrPT UTfT, 
i 

—<T— 

107- — *r^l — 

— 3?fr — 

«ft TT^rm, 

irtr mnrnft, cff. ^ 

ffmT>JR 1 

-51^1- 

108. — *f^l — 

— -^r— 

sffTPrm*, 

TW TO 4far, 37m »ltsr, 

3T3FK, ^T'PWTf, f f^TMT 1 

—^- 

109 . —«r^V— 

— 1 i#— 

i 5 7/2, m ttot, 11 • 
ij?. 'TT4TT, ?tW<Tr 1 

—— 

no- «nft — 

— 

>41 wwra, 
m ( iixm) HTrjr, 

^r. vwmix, , 'WT*r, 

?faqw 1 

— 'iix~ 

111. --— 

— *r$l — 

>41 ^amr, 

41. 13 50, T^^PPC, 

swc-4, smapr?, gfnrron 1 

— 5T?T — 

112. —— 

—*r$r-— 

>41 1*1, 

41. 41. 250, <rtfl3TJT, 

, ^Rmrr 1 

— ^rfr— 

1 1 3. —— 

55 —smrjt 
(?T, STT. ) 

>41 *r?T 

mi <jf41, . ?mr, T^tar^rc, 

ffKTW 1 

—%$•— 

114. —— 

— ^t— 

>4i ?tKr, 

41f, mi 4 . 3,34rsr, 
fafflTT uOmiq, ^TpCTPTT 1 

— mrfl — 
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115. sfrqw TT?T fa ffa-TT? 
TTST % fa? gTETT^nr 
fa?fafa 1996 

5 5--iWm 

(ar. 3TT) 

«ft fa??, 

«ri? ??? wr.^w, 
fa^rr fafarar? facqw 1 

f 4 ?t?? ®nff 3? farf fa 
fagT srfsrH ?fa 4 ?WT 

■-;? 1 

] 1 6 ■ -Sift— 

~?fa— 

S^TT? fa?, 

Vsr# tts, far?, fa?r fafarm, 
?fatrrirr 1 

-?fa— 

11 7. -?fa— 

— W 

fa ?fat, 

TTre r <T^fr^ ? TT, ^ I ) 

fa^rr 'faRTsrc, ^frqr'irr 1 

~?fa— 

118- — 

-fa?— 

fa '<TT^ ?=FT3T ?T?r?, 
fa? ? ¥T. ffafa, fa. ir&X, 
fa^rr <fat?r«irs, ?ffarwrr 1 

-arfa— 

11 9. -fafr— 

-fat— 

fa fa?<TFT, 

fa? ? ST. ffafa, fa. (TTS?, 
ffafa fat?i?T<, ^ftirrnr 1 

-*?ft— 

120 - -S^T— 

-fat— 

fa ffarem?, 

"fa 9 TT? , ’l 7 ???, ffarf 'fat?T?T?, 
?P<faun 1 

-fafr— 

121 . -??fl— 

a 7 —st^tst 

0 

fa WT fa?, 
fa? ? ST . fat??, 
ffarr , 

?faqw 1 

~?fa— 

12 2 . -?fa— 

-fat-- 

fa ^rfaftnr 3 ? fa irfarmr, 

far? TTrlTT, ST. STITT faSTST?, 
fw TT^fa?, ?ffaW 1 

-?fa— 

1 2 3- -fafr— 

-fat— 

fa sfats 5? fa far?r, 
fa? 4 tt . ??t?r, farrr fafarfa, 
?ffaw 1 


124. -S?t— 

-fat- 

fa ??fa?T ?^r, 

fa? SI 2 .TTI?!, ffan f??Tfa, 

'O 

^fW'TT 1 

-?fa— 

12 5 . -?jft— 

—fat— 

fa ttffa*, 

fa? ? ST. STTfafa ffaTT fwfa 

^3 * 

TTffaniTT 1 

-??t— 


[4 76,/^fr.—■ftT.TT./96(2)] 

srrfaT 4, 

% . if . ?T?, ? Tfa? 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 1997 

O.N. 90.—Whereas, the Election Commission of 
India is satisfied that the contesting candidates spe¬ 
cified in column (4) of the table below at the Gene¬ 
ral Election to the Haryana Legislative Assembly 
held in April, 1996 as specified in. column (2) and 
held from constituency correspondingly specified in 
column (3) against their names have failed to lod^c 
account of their election expenses, as shown in 
column (5) of the table, as required by the Re¬ 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidates have either not 


furnished any reason or explanation for tho said 
failure even after due notice of the Election Com¬ 
mission, after considering the representation made 
by them, if any, the Election Commission is satisfied 
that they have noi good icason or justification for 
the said failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby dec¬ 
lares the persons specified in column (4) of the 
Table elow to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parlia¬ 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State/Union Territory for a period of 
three years from the date of this Order; 


TABLE 

SI. Particulars of election No. and Name of Name and address of contesting Reason for disqualification 

No. constituency candidate 


2 3 4 5 


I. General Election to the 17—Panipat 

Haryana Legislative Assem¬ 
bly, 1996. 


2. -do- 18—Sanibhalka 


3. -do- 


-do- 


4. -do- 


5, -do- 


6. -do* 


7. -do* 


8. -do- 


9, -do- 


10. -do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


19—Naultba 


-do- 


-do- 


Sh. Ranjit, 

192, Prakash Ram Colony, 

Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sit. Shyara Lai S/o Sh. Ram Kishan, 
Purana Gur Mandi, 

Sambhalka, Distt, Panipat, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Govardhan, 

Vill. & P.O. Ugrakhcdi, 

Distt. Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Baijit, 

Vill. & P.O. Rajakhedi. 

Distt. Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Raghbir Singh. 

Vill. Sc P.O. Namunda, 

Distt. Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Rakesh. 

Vill. & P.O. Sanauh Khurda, 

Distt, Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sh, Ram Singh, 

Vill. Nagala par, 

Distt. Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sh, Om Prakash, 

Vill. & P.O. Shahpur, 

Teh. & Distt. Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Jai Kishan, 

Vill. & P.O. Tsrana, Panipat, 
Maryana. 

Sh. Pratap Singh, 

Vill. Mandi, Panipat, 

Haryana. 


Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


do- 


-do- 
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ii. 

General Election to the 
Haryana Legislative Assem¬ 
bly, 1996. 

19 Naultlvi 

Sh. Balwan Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Ahar, Panipat, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

12. 

*dO- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahavir Singh, 

Vill. Pathari, Panipat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

13. 

-do- 

22-Thanosar 

Sh. Amar Nath, 

IT, No. 118/7, Ladwa, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

14. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pawan Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Hakamrai, 

Miglani Cloth House, Thanesar, 
Haryana. 

-dO" 

IS. 

-dO’ 

-do- 

Sh. Ved Prakash, 

Vill. & P.O. IVfafhana, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

1 6 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Surcsh Kumar, 

H. No. 521, Sector-13, Kurukshetra, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

17. 

-do- 

38- Baroda (SC) 

Sh. Upcndra, 

Vill. & P.O. Bohar, 

Teh. & Distt. Rohtak, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

18. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tara Chand S/o Sh. Dealt raj, 

H, No. 14, Ward No. 6, 

Kasba Gannaur, 

Distt. Sonipat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

19. 

-do- 

38-Baroda (SC) 

Sh. Lakhmi Chand, 

H. No, 69, Ward No. 12, 

Vishwa karma Colony, 

Gohana, Distt. Sonipai, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

20. 

-do- 

41-Sonipat 

Sh, Anil, 

H. No. 830, Sharma Kutir, 

Near City Hospital, Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

21. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Chandan Singh. 

778/27, West Ram Nagar, 

Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

22. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramdhati, 

Vill. & P.O. Juha No,-l, Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

23. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vijay Kumar, 

H. No. 97, Bharatpuri, Sonepat, 
Haryana, 

-do- 

24, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sham Lai, 

H. No. 109, Sector 14, Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

25. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. llukutn Chand, 

H. No. 848. Ward No. 15, Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

26. 

-do- 

42—Rai 

Sh. Ishwar, 

Vill. & P.O. Asadpur, 

Teh. & Distt. Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

27. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Krishna Chandei, 

Vill. Jnnjal, P.O. Jhundpur, 

Teh. & Distt. Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 
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28. 

General Election to the 
Haryana Legislative 
Assembly, 1996, 

42-Rni 

Sh. Dharam Pal, 

Vill. Nangal Khurd, 

P.O, Kumaspur, 

Teh. & Distt, Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

29, 

-da- 

-do- 

Sh. Satyawan, 

H. No. 482, Vill. Akbarpur, 

Barota, Teh, & Distt. Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

30. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surender, 

11. No. 295/1, Ward No. 8, 

Jhajjar, Distt. Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

31. 

-do- 

49-Julana 

Sh. Tek Ram, 

Vill. & P.O. Buwana, 

Teh. & Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

32. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Ratan, 

Vill. & P.O. Ram Rai, 

Tch. & Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

33. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surajbhan S/o Sh. Patch Singh, 

Vill, Desh Kheda, 

P.O. Julana, 

Tell, & Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

34. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Swaroop Singh, 

H. No. 68/15, Subhash Nagar, 

Rohtak Road, Jind, 

Haryana. 


35. 

-do- 

50-Safldon 

Sh. Inder, 

Vill. Uvlana Kalan, Panipat, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

36. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jagdish, 

Vill. Mn vma, Tch. Salldon, 

Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

37. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Jal Bhagwan, 

Salldon City, Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

38. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pala Ram, 

Vill. Ram Nagar, 

Tch. Safldon, Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

39. 

-do- 

-do- 

Baljit Kaur, 

Vill, Kurad, Tch. Safldon, 

Distt. Jind, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

40. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raraesh Chander, 

Vill. Malar, Teh, Safidon, 

Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

41. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sarup, 

Vill. Khedakhemavati, 

Teh. Safldon, Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

42, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vinod Kumar S/o Sh. Khuslii Ram, 
Safldon City, Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

-do- 
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43. 

Oencral Election to the 
Haryana Legislative As¬ 
sembly, 1996. 

50 —$afidon 

Sh. Vinod Kumar. 

S/o Sh. Surajbhan, 

Saftdon City, Distt. Jind, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses, 

44. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hari Kishan, 

Safldon City, Distt. Jlnd, 

Haryana. 

-do* 

45. 

-do- 

51—Faridabad 

Sh, Amar, 

B-40, Sanjay Colony, 

Sector 23, N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

46. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Amar Singh, 

H. No. 502, San jay Colony, 

Sector-23, N.I.T.. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

47. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ashok S/o Sh. Chainan Lai, 

5-M/32, N.f.T.. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do* 

48. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kishan Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Sikri, 

Teh. Baliabgarh, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

49. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Chunni Lai, 

FM33, A.C. Nagar, 

N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

50. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jagtar Singh, 

1 J/8, N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Haryanu, 

-do- 

51. 

-do- 

-do 

Sh. Jagdish, 

5 K/109, New Township, 

N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Flaryana. 

-do- 

52. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jagdish Chandcr, 

1 F/47, N.FT.. Fardiabad, 

Haryana. 

-do* 

53. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh: Dinesh, 

5 J/4, N.T.T.. 

Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

54. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Devi Lai, 

H. No. 312/B, Juwahur Colony, 

60 ft, Road, N.T.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

55. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dauji Ram, 

H. No, D, Ward 400, 

Adarsb Colony, Palwal, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

56. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nem Chand, 

H. No. 3625, Jawahar Colony, 

60ft. Road. N.I.T.. Faridabad, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

57. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pradeep Kumar, 

5 C/93, N.f.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do* 

53. 

-do- 

-do* 

Sh. Prabhunath, 

E-l 175, Dabua Colony, 

N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 


3 Gl/97—5 
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59. General Election to the 
Haryana Legislative As¬ 
sembly, 1996. 

51—Faridabad 

Sh. Prablad Smgh, 

5K./1I2, N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
efecticm expenses. 

60. -do- 

-<io 

Sh. Bobby, 

2-E/203, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

61. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahender Singh, 

Plot No. 119, Nangla Enclave-Pa rt-JJ, 
Near Gajipur, N.I.T., Faridabad, 
Haryana. 

'Jo- 

S2. -do- 

-do- 

Sb. Mohammad Aftab, 

H. No. 643, AC. Nagar, 

Nealam Bata, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

63. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rati Ram, 

\rijl. Gajiptir, 

Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

64. -do- 

-do- 

Snrt. Radha W/o Sh. AmarNath, 

Mfl, Nftngta Plot, 

Type-D, Ward No. 2, 

N.I.T., Faridabad. 

Haryana. 

-do- 

65. -do- 

-do- 

Smt. Radha W/o Sh. Govmdram, 
1-D-I3, B.P.N.I.T., Faridabad. 
Haiyana. 

-do- 

66 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Satan, 

H. No. 223. Sapiay Colony, 

Block D-l, VilL Gochhi, Faridabad, 

Haiyana. 

-do- 

67. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rijak Singh, 

Vilh Gajipur, 

Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

•do- 

68 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Liaquat Alt, 

H. No. 129 VtiT. Gochhi, 

P.O. Gochhi, Tcb. Ballabgarh, 
Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

69 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sanjay, 

2 D-l 12, N.I.T., Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

70. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surender, 

22, Sector 16-A, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

71. do- 

-do- 

Sh. Surender Singh, 

2E/22, N.ET., Faridabad, 

Haiyana. 

-do- 

72. -do- 

52—Mewla Maha- 
raj pur 

Sb. Ashwani Dutta, 

<>47/8, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

73. ■ do- 

-do- 

Sh. Aas Mohd. Khan, 

'287, M.G.S. Nagar, 

P4ock-C, Badkhal, Faridahad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 
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74. 

Go floral Election to t^e 
Haryana Legislative As¬ 
sembly, 1 996. 

52—Mewls 

Maha rajpur 

Sh. Gyasi Ram Sharma, 

H. No, 10/401, Mohalla Basapada, 
Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account 
of election expenses. 

75. 

*do- 

-do- [ 

Sh. Trilok Singh, 

1399/M.I.G., Housing Board Colony, 
Sector 29, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

76. 

- do¬ 

-do- 

Sh. Dashrath Singh, 

Vill. Khedi Khurd, 

P.O. Khedi K&lan, 

Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

77. 

do- 

-do- 

Sh. Depender, 

Vill. Sihi,. 

Tch. & Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

78. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhitn Singh, 

Vill. Sarai Khawaja, 

P.O. Amar Nagar, Faridabad, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

79. 

do- 

-do- [ 

Sh. B tioender Singh, Khosla, 

H. No. 752, Ward No. 1, 

Raja Garden,Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

80, 

-do* 

-do- 

Sh. Madan Lai Azad, 

5I9A, Gopi Colony, Faridabad, 
Haryana. 

■do¬ 

81. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Manish, 

2468-A, SbctOr-3, 

Ballabgarh, Faridabad, 

Haryana 

do- 

82. 

•do¬ 

-do- 

Sh. Mahender, 

Vill, Khedi Kalan, 

Teh. & Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do* 

83. 

do- 

-do- 

Sh Yatender Goel, 
t/374. Link Road, 

Shastri Colotay, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

84. 

do- 

-<Jo- 

Sb. Raghubir Singh, 

Vill. Tigaon, Distt. Faridabad, 

Harya na. 

-do- 

85. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajpal, 
vill. Basantpur, 

H. No. 131, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

- do¬ 

Sfi. 

■ do* 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Gopal, 

Vill. Daulatabad 

Sector 16-A, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

do- 

87. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rarnbal. 

Vill. & P,o. Pali, 

Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-Jo- 

88. 

Jo- 

-do- 

Sh vijay Kumar, 

H. No. 508, Sector 16-A, Faridabad, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

373 
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89. General Election to the 
Haryana Legislative As¬ 
sembly, 1996. 

52—Mewlu 
Maharajpur 

Sh. Virender, 

Vill. & P.O. Anangpur, 

Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

90. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ved Prakash, 

S/o Sh. Nathi Ram, 

VIII. Dndasiya, P.O. Tilpat, 
Faridabad. 

Haryana. 

-do- 

91. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shn Kumar, 

Vill. Dadasiya, P.O. Tilpat, 
Faridabad, 

Haryaha. 

-do- 

92. -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Shoraj, 

Vill. Pali, Faridabad, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

93. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sliyam Kumar, 

H. No. 289, Raiiv Nagar, 

P.O. Aniar Nagar, Faridabad, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

94. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shri Krishna, 

H. No. 41-B, Pall, Faridabad, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

95. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Satbir, 

Vill. & P.O. Pali, Faridabad. 
Haryana. 

-do- 

96. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hem Chand. 

Vill. & P.O. Tigaon, 

Distt. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-1 c- 

97. -do- 

53—Ballabgarh 

Sh. Anil Kumar, 

F.C.A.-322, East Cliawla Colony, 
Ballabgarii, Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

98. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ashok Kumar, 

Vill. Nangala Mayra Chandpur, 
Tch. Ballabgarh. Faridabad, 
Haryana, 

-do- 

9? -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Tslnvar Chand. 

H. No. 112, Vill. Thanthari, 

P.O. Ghodi, Faridabad. 

Haryana. 

-do- 

100 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jai Kishoie, 

78. Mujetar. Teh. Ballabgaib, 
Haryana. 

-do- 

J 01. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jitcnder Singh. 

Trikhu Colony, Ballabgarc 
Haryana. 

-do- 

102 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dhunesh Chand. 

Sanjay Cloth House, 

Ballabgarh, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

103, -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Narcoder, 

H. No. 189/2, 

Vill. Jawan, Tch. Ballabgarh, 
Haryana. 

-do- 
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104. General Election to the 
Haryana Legislative As¬ 
sembly, 1996. 


105. -do- 


106. -do- 


107. -dc- 


IOS. -do- 


109. -do- 


110 . -do- 


111. -do- 


112. -do- 


113. -do- 


114. -do¬ 


ll 5. -do¬ 


ll 6. -do- 


117. -do- 


IIS. -do- 


'TTTft“FT TTapHT: tfgsf 19,199 7/^ 29,1919 


3 


4 


53~Ballabgarh 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


Sh. Pramod Kumar, 

Vill. Gochhi, .Teevan Nagar, 

Opp. Vaishno Mandir 
Teh. Ballnbgarh, Faridubad, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Bhupesh, 

FI. No. 720. Bhrahmanvada, 
Ballabgarh. 

Haryana. 

Sh. Madun l.al, 

87, Gopani Colony. Faridubad City, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Mahipal, 

Vill. Chnndawali, Teh. Ballabgarh, 
Haryana. 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


Sh Ram Chand, 

Ram Brothers, Aggrasen Chowk, 

Vill. Ooncha, Main Barar, Ballabgarh, 
Haryana. 

Vijender Singh, 

157/2, Vill. Dandsa. 

P.O. Asawali. Teh. Palwal, 

Ha ryana. 

Sh Shyam I a I, 

Vill, (Jatoln) Maidaput, 

P O. Asavvati. Teh. Palwal. 

Haryana. 

Sh. Sukh Ram. 

D-Z. 1350, Patel Nagar, 

Sector-4, Ballabgarh, 

Haryana. 


-do- Sh. Ffukum Chand, 

D.D-250. Teliwada. Ballabgarh, [ 
Haryana. 


55—Hasanpur (SC) Sh. Khem Chand, 

Vill. Khambi. Teh. Hodal, Distt. Fandabad, 
Haryana. 

-do- Sh. Gopal, 

Railway Road, Ward No. 3, 

Hodal, Disu. Furidabad, 

Maryann. 

-do- Sh. Tikam, 

Vill. Naya Nungala, f 
Hodal, Distt. Fandabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- Sh. Daryav Singh, 

Railway Road, Hodal, 

Distl. Faridabnd, 

Haryana. 

-do- Sh. Bhajani, 

Vill. Bhulawana. 

P.O. Hodal, Disu. Faridabad, 

Haryana. 

-do- Sh. flhanu Prakash Chuuhan, 

Vill. & P.O. Piggaur, 

Teh. Hodal, Distt. Faridalrad, 

Haryana. 


5 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 


-do- 


-do- 

-do- 

-do- 
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119. Genera! Election to the 
Haryana legislative As¬ 
sembly, 1996. 

55—1 lasanpur (SC) 

Sh Mr-har Pal, 

Vill. A- PO Pigpaur. 

Teh. T-Ioda), Distt FariJabaJ, 

Haryana. 

Tidied fo lodge any Account of 
election expenses . 

120 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shiv l.al. 

Railway Road, Palwal, 

Dlstt. Faridabad. 

Haryana. 

-do- 

121. -Jo- 

87—Jalusana 

Sh, Kanwar Singh, 

Vill. & PO. K&ntnft, 

Distt. Mahenttcrgarh, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

122. -Jo- 

-Jo 

Sh. Jagdish S/o Shi Adisnl, 

Vill. Pndta!, P.O. Ghana Hhojawas, 
Distt. Mahendergurh, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

123. -Jo- 

-do- 

Sh Jagdish S/o Sh. Mangal, 

Vill. & P.O.-K&nkifi, 

Distt. Maheodergarh., 

Haryana. 

-do - 

124. -Jo- 

•do- 

Sh. Jagdish Chand, 

Vill. Jatusana, Distt. Riwari, 

1 laryana. 

do- 

125. -Jo- 

-Jo- 

Sh. Dharainvir, 

VII. & P.O Gurawada, 

Distt. Riwari, 

Haryana. 

-do- 


[No. 76/HN-LA/9612)] 
By order, 
K. .1. RAO. Secy. 


RfAfT 

Rf ftwft, 7RAR, 1997 

TT. T, 91 . -RR: FrArR RIRtR Rt RTnuifR A RUT £ fo Rt% RG At % "RDT (2) it RRT 

FfArR % farr A EWR ( 3) it FArFAw FrARR-Ar RfRT t, ER«t (4) R RRE RTRA FAAAt 
H"RRsrrRT s^fi R'<rA, HtR AARptFR RFARRR, 1951 RRt rAR RRTR, RH fRqrff 3T7T RRfSrTR 
RJ(R RR.oft % 7RER ( 5) R RRT AAr RRR fRARR «TRt RT Aar RtfjR R r R if RRTR Ti?t % \ 

rV RRR R«TfAft RRTRR ^RT fTR RTR RT At RRR RRIHRT % faR RT A Atf RTTR RW TRttA- 
RRUT R£t FRRT £ RF. fRRTRR RTRTR TR Rg RRTy |R A RRT t Fb RRT RtR RRR RR'ERTT % fRR At 
qA'.R RTFRT RT RTRtfR^R Rift ^ ; 

^..STR, FrArR RTRTR RRR RftlfRRR At RTO 1 0-T % : RRR T R R RtR At RPAt % RT<R 

; 4 ) RfARfaw 3qfa?T*ff TT RRR % FrrF R1 RTR % RT faftft WTR At ftRTR ART RRRT FrRTR rArr f, 

^ rr RrA sftT AtA Afaq ?R Rriur At tiAr rArrr At RrRTRFj A Frr fR^fer APtr ttr^r £ 1 

XfTT-oft 


tt R. faailRR RT FrWR 

RRAR/fRRtR RAT 
trArr-rr At 

Ri. R . iff; RTR 

FrArr R At RTR R'HrA tt 
RTR A’" RRT 

FwArt rt Rt7;R 

1 

3 

4 

5 

1. At^i RRT A tR 0 ! WTUT 7 ,J T 
FrANr. 1 996 

S-RRRRtf R. fT. 

A vrrA 

RrARRT, RTARtD, 

Frrt rrrtA, rrr 

Frrttr srA rt Atf A Art 
?T ffIR rA A rrrr A 



[fw Jl-4 (iii)J 
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’I'ft 10,130 7/ft 00,1919 

363 

1 3 

3 

4 

5 

2 . FtF FFT % fft> FTFPF 

1 3-fftF? 71. 

ftsiftFF ft% 

fftvj 5’TTT FftftT ftfF F 

MFF, 19 9 6 

ft\ ftr 

TIFT ft. TTFJT ftFT-ft^rftm 
fff 

ftar FTftnF Fftr Jr ffvt 

ft 1 

3. —ftt— 

—?ft— 

ft f6rntr pfff, 

ft. ft. Fftft, PjRT-fftRjfftn, 

FFF 

—ftr— 

4 . —f/Y— 

2 9—FFFT#FTF 

ft 3JFT9T Fft, 

7T7 FfTFIT, ft. 517. 
ftfFT FtFTFT? 517117 

fFFtFF 5FFt >7T ft 

ft?T FlftaF «rft it FFFJF 

ft 1 

5 . —ftt— 

3 6—JFFff 
f, f. 3rr, 

ft ftfTwr zmtmrfr, 
wmwOTfr, ft. ft. srmft, 

FFF 

—ftt— 

e. --ftt-- 

3 7—ftpqTTT 

(ft) 

7[ft FFF7T FFF, 

77TF ft. FT. FFTTft (^93 ) 
ftn^tWF, FFF 

—ftt— 

7 —Fft— 

3 9-Fft?7; 

ft FTTF fTF FI u 5 4‘ <, 
FTF- ! fftftTT^ft ) 7r. FT. iftWR, 
fftTT ftFFTFT, FFF 

-ftT— 

8. —ftt— 

78—TfftTT 

ft *TRT%m FTFT 

tttf-'4> 1 ft ^11 "jft,ft. ft. qftftrr 

FTfftTTFt, FT3FT 

fSfTTT ftfftFT, FFF 

—ftt— 

9. —*ft~ 


. ft Fft FIFlft FTF 

ft. FT. TFlft- 
FfF 7 ", FlFT 3%F, f j l'1l ftfftPTF. 
FFF 

—Fft— 

1 o. —ftt— 

so—irfftrft 

ftsp|FFFP, 

FTF FrTRtftF't. FT. FT. FRT- 
ftft, FTFftFFPT, ftfttTjf T, 
fFFT FffttF, FFF 

— Fft— 

11 - — ftt — 

so—nfftft 

ft. F. 

ftfftTTF, tFT. 

FTF ftftTTF 5TFF, FT? F , 1 

ft. FT. ft. ff. ftr 

fftfT FffttF, FFF 

-ftt— 

1 2 —Fft — 

—Fft — 

ft Ffa FFTF FfFF, 

FTF-Hp^iiq 3TFF, FT? F . 4 , 
ft. Ft. ft. FF FtTfftlT 
FffttF, FFF 

— ftt — 

1 3. —ftt— 

90—ffftF’f 

ft Ft. F^JFFFTF, 

FTF FPftF, ft. FT. ftFFTFTFTFt 
fftTT FtFTF, FFF 

—Fft — 

r 

14. —ftt— 

— ftt — 

ftft^TFF FJJF^ftr, 

—Fft— 


ftf TnnftFiF, ft. ft. 

'■ i TTFT-?iTF [ J' r i fftTT-fttFtF, 
FFF 


873 GI/97—7 
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1 5- ATT faEIET T47 T fffiT 

9 0—TR/TPET 

•ift TiftT tm, THT fTTTTT ®TTT TT Elf vfr Wr 

WETST fTTTTT 1996 

Tnrwo ttt.t't. tt. utr tttt 
T nfTPfT fw tetIt, m 

4lfaT TT% if WET TT 

16 —Tift— 

—Tift— 

’-ft tTINT 

TTET TTTTftfeTT, 'flTZTTT, 

Tt. 5TT. 3EPTTW, fwi TTR 

—Tift— 

1 7- —Tift— 

1 1 6—fojTT 

«ft Tfar tert ^ttr, 

TTT TTTTT TT Tf'TT % TTR, 
ftpTT fsTTT, ?ETT 

—Tift— 

1 8- —Tift— 

—T?ft— 

’■ft TfR TTTT, 

CTTT, TT. TT. sftrftprr 

fT^TT 

—Tift— 

19. —?jfr— 

—Tift— 

’-ft fWT 

TtfTTT I ftET ; 

fsrmfTTM, tmr 

—Rjft— 

20. —Tift— 

—Tift— 

«ft %RT TTT TTP"ITT 
®trnnT, tttttt, it. tt. 

TFTT T> fWT-fojTT, 

WT 

—Tift— 

21 —Tfft— 

11 7—RTifm 

’-ft TTT jfpftf, 

fErjfw ttt, q>. tt. ttItt 

TTTTRtrftTT, fwfePTf, 

RTT 


22 —Tift— 

—Tift— 

NT TTTTaT TtTTTT, 
ffDPTTt. *TT. iftiflTT 
fwi, fV^TT, WT 

—Tiff— 

23- —Tiff— 

—Tift— 

«ft TTTT TFfmiT TtfTTT, 
iftwx, wrr^iier, *J\ %n. 

^3Tf^fTT, f^T^TT ’H+iH 

—Tift— 

24 —TtftSE- 

1 18— 

’ft TTftr TTrTfr, 
t. 2, TTTTqtt, TTT Tt. TlTtf- 
lA iTt, U*f fTTTT, TTT 

—Tift— 

5. —Tift— 

—Tift— 

’■ft TTPT TTTTff, 

TTTtf TOT TTT, it. Tffitf 'TTTTft 
FA -hi frrTT, tth 

—Tifr— 

26 —Tift— 

—Tift— 

’it rnTTfiy: Tiffaft, 

T . 2, TTfRft TTT, TTTtfTTTWt, 

Fwr wm 

-Tift- 

2 7. —Tift— 

-Tiff- 

sft sfttT tF^TT, 

T4 TTT, T f . 314 "1, 

fm feTTf, WR 

—Tift— 

28 w=r frTEnrm % ftrt 

TWTT fTTfTT 1996 

1 1 9—*?T*i M 'i 

’Tt fTtTTT RTTlTET, 

T, 7, ^fTTTTT TTT Tf. 

WTTETTPT, ftm ff^TB 

—TRfV—■ 
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29. 

TOW faro HHT % farr 
rmrrro firsrf^T, 1996 

11 9-^faTOR 

«ft tow£, 

wq%TOT wr, fror tow 

fwwfww straff 'pt vtf vft 
ror sifro row w tow-t 

30- 


-Ttfr- 

*ft jjjRJ, 

froforryt aft. £., wr. f^Hifr, 
fTOT fejr»lf, m 

-tot- 

31. 

-^£t- 


■'4\ 3TO TOT, faTO-ft at, t, 

'ft. fTOTOT f5RT TO 

-wift- 

3 2. 

-Wiff- 

-T;ft- 

4r STO fTTOfTOT, 
totot to, 'ft. tfgwfaRp- 
wifRrfirwr, fVroj, tow 

— wst— 

33 

-wsft- 

-«r?r- 

«rt ijto TOrf, rofm: 

'ft. fepi?, fSFTT fepr?, TOW 

~*it- 

3 4. 

-ws> 


4\ Ttwr tor, %wm 
SftT'itTO, niw 'ft. fronts: 
wnm, foprf, tow 


35. 

-*r?fr- 

120 HIP + lTO 

«ft tor Rfrfw rortt, 
wtwto, tor, 'Tii-i,'fr. 

qWTT, fw foqWT, TOW 

-wt- 

3fi 

—ar?fr— 

~^fr- 

Wt W?r TOtft, ?TRW TTOT 
z] . toto, wt . 'rtotjt, 
fror ferwr,, tiro 

-wfr- 

3 7. 

-wst- 

-srsff- 

«ft wm wtfawr, wtwwt 

— Tsrjfr— 


(rnsr.rnfc, *ff. ro%TO) 

<ft. twnx, frot wir 


38. 

-wefr- 

1 2 1-TOfTO 

«ft WWTOW WRft, 

wtwrj’ffy to, wt. fin^lw 
frot fror^fawr, ?rarw 

-w't- 

39- 

-w?ft- 

-Wjft- 

>wt 'jwtror tor, 

irrotn w^ft to, fror rapra 

tow 

“Tjft- 

40- 

-w^Y- 

-Rfft- 

4\ ttwtow $wr wTwft 
frot^tt. afr. trto 'ft. 
from, fror f?rarcjfw, tow 

— Rift— 

41. 

-Wift- 

-TOt- 

wt wfror to to, 
prim si, tit, 'ft. frogfron, 
frot fwroifw,- tow 

-Wiff- 

42- 

-w?t- 

123 frwwtf 

4\ WWWT tor, 
fromi wro mror, 'ft. 

fTOti fror fwwwfw tow 

' r 

-Rt- 

43- 

~wS[V- 

1 2 

>sft TPtfro wtwro, 

Wqf 2 ft. rpR, *ft. TWTWt, 
froT fwWTjfaWT, TOTW 

-^t- 


[4. 76/WT/96] 
to, ttfro 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1997 

O. N, 91 .—Whereas the Election commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidate specified in column (4) of the 
Table below at the election specified in column (2), held from the constituency specified in column (3't against his name has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and Rules and Orders made thereunder as 
shown in column (5) of the said Table; and 

Whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due notice and the Flection 
Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good reason or justiticaton for the said laiturc; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declines the persens specified in 
Column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of the Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of this order :— 


TABLE 


SL Particulars of elections No. & Name of consti- Name & Address of conicsting candidates Reason for disqualification 
No. tuency 

1 2 3 4 .5 


General election to Lok- 8—Mangaldai Parlia- Shri Mahesh Chakrabarty, Failed to lodge any account of 

Sabha, 1996. mentary consti- Vill. & P.O.—Balitara, Distt. Nalbari, election expenses, 

tuency. Assam. 


-do- 


3. -do- 


13—Dibrugarh Parlia¬ 

Shri Dharmananda Pandey, 

Failed to lodge the account in 

mentary constitu¬ 

Vill. & P.O.—Rampuv, 

the manner required by law. 

ency. 

Distt.—Tinsukia, 

Assam. 

13—Dibrugarh 

Shri Budhram Rajgarh. 

-do- 

Parliamentary 

Mohkbull Gaon, P.O.—Mohkhuli, 


constituency. 

P.S.—Bordubi, Distt—Tinsukia 

Assam. 



4. Gen. election to Assam 28—Gossaigaon 

Legislative Assembly, 1996 assembly 

constituency. 


Shri Junash Murmu, 

Vill—Jacobpur, PO.—Failaguri, 
Distt—Kokrujhar, 

Assam. 


5. -do- 


6. -do- 


7. -do- 


36—DudhnoifST) Shri Monoranjan Basumatary, 

assembly consti- Vill—Balaehara, PO—Dhaigaon, 

tuency. Assam. 


37—Goalpara (East) Ms. Anowara Begum, 

assembly Vill/PO~Ambari, (Dhupdhara), 

constituency, Distt—Goalpara, 

Assam. 


39---.Taleswar assembly Shri Harul Hoque Khandakai. 
constituency. Vill—Dharai, PO—Gournagar, 

Distt—Goalpara, 

Assam. 


Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 


do- 


-do- 


-do- 


8 . -do 


9. -do- 


78—Gohpur assembly Shri Kanakcswar Boruah, 

constituency. Vill—Kakiiaguri, PO—Kakila Chariali, 

Meuza—Gohpur, Distt—Sonitpur. 
Assam. 

-do- Shri Bhabcn Acharjya, 

Vill—KaribirNepali, PO—Kawrtpathai, 
Mouza—Halem, Distt—Sonitpur, 

Assam. 


10. -do- 80—Morigaon assembly Shri Abdul Sattar, 

constituency, Vill—Tarabori, PO—Ma—Taraboi i, 

Kalkhiiasalra, PS—Mikirbheta, 
Distt—Morigaon, 

Assam, 


-do- 
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'TrcT^TnPTer ' SWT 1 9,1 99 7/STff 29,1919 

3(57 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

11, Gen, election to Assam 
Legislative Assembly, 
199(1 

80 - Mcrigaon 
assembly consti¬ 
tuency. 

Shri Dinesh Ch. Deka, 

Vil_Morigaon Town, 

Ward No. 1, PO PS & Dislt—Morigaon 
Assam. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

12, -Jo- 

-do- 

Sim Laklii Prasliad, Mahanta, 

Vi 11—Morigaon Town, Ward No, 4, 

PO, PS & Dislt—Morigaon, 

Assam. 

-do- 

13. -Jo- 

90—Jamunaiuukh 
assembly consti¬ 
tuency. 

Shri MJ. Abdus Salnin, 

Vill —'Tarkata, PO—Nilbapan, 

Dislt—Nagson, 

Assam. 

-do- 

14. -Jo- 

-do- 

Shri Md. Abul Hussain 

Vill— Rongalogaon, PO—Jumurmur. 

PS—Kampur, Distt—Nagaon, 

Assam. 

-do- 

15. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Nabin Bora, 

Vill—Nagayan Pam, 

PO & PS—Jamunamukh, Dislt—Nagaon. 
Assani- 

-do- 

16 . -Jo- 

-do- 

Shri Premadhar, 

Vill—Kathkotia Bhakatgaon. 

PO—Jamunamukh, Dislt— Nagaon, 
Assam. 

-do- 

17. -Jo- 

116—Dibrugarh assembly 
constituency. 

Shri Ajit Kumar Haloi. 

Graham Bazar, Near Join Mandiv, 

Oistt—Dibrugarh, 

Assani. 

-do- 

IK. -do- 

-Jo- 

Shri Atnl Dutta, 

Dibrugarh Town, 

PO & Distt—Dibrugarh. 

Assam- 

d-o- 

19. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Padjneswer Phukan. 

Hoiragimath, Udaypur, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 

-do- 

20. -Jo- 

-do- 

Shri Kesha b Dutta, 

Kurnarinichiga Village, 

Rajabheta, PO—Barbaruali. 

PS & Distt—Dibrugarh, 

Assani. 

-do- 

21. -do- 

117—Lahowal assembly 
constituency. 

Shri Karim Gogoi, 

Rongpuria Gaon, PO—Sarbodaja, 

Via l ahowal. Distt—Dibnigarh, 

Assam. 

-do- 

22. -Jo- 

-do- 

Shri Padmadhar Konwar, 

Niz-V PO—Lahowal, 

District—Dibrugarh. 

Assam. 

-do- [ 

23. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Mukut Sonowal, -Jo- [ 

Roiragimoth Kachari Gaon. 

PO—Mancotta Khanikar, Distt—Dibrugarh, 

Assam. 

-do- 

118—Duliajan Assembly. 
constituency. 

Shri Ajit Sargari, 

No. 2, Kathalgun Gaon, 

PO—Bhacloi panchali, 

District—D i brugarh. 

Assam. 

-Jo- 
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3 


4 


25, Gen. election to Assam 118—Duliajan 

Legislative Assembly, Assembly 

1996 constituency. 


26. -ilo- 


-do- 


27. -do- 


-do. 


28. -do- 


-do- 


29. -do- 


119—Tingkhong 
Assembly 
constituency. 


30, -do- 


-do- 


Sliri Kamal Makrary, 

BhadoiNagar Gaon, 

PO —Bhadoipanchali, 

Dis*t—DibiUgarh, 

Assam. 

Shri Sambahadur Mahilee, 

No. 2. Sapaloli Gaon, 
Bhadoipanchali, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 

Shri Biren Chutia, 

Jaya Nagar, 

P.O.—Duliajan, 

Distt—Dibrugarh, 

Assam. 

Shri Khireswar Sonowal, 

No. 2. Duliajan Gaon, 

P.O. —Anandapara, Distt —Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 

Shri Tilcswar Changmai, 

Sagunesowa Gaon, 

P.O.—'Tingkhong, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 

Shri Tewphil Kullu, 

Dillibari T.E. 

P.O.—Dillibari, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 


31. -do- 


32. -do- 


33. -do- 


34. -do- 


35. -do- 


36. -do- 


37. -do- 


-do- 


-do- Shri Debaru Tassa, 

Tennali T.E. 

P.O.—Tcenali, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


120 —Naharkatla 
Assembly 
Constituency. 


-do- 


-do- 


Shri Brajen Nirmalia, 
GcthupatharGaon, 

P.O.—Dehingkinar, 

Naharkalia, Dibrugarh, 

Assam. 

Shri Bhuban Gogoi, 

Bunipur, P.O.—Dibrugarh, 

Distt—Dibrugarh, 

Assam, 

Shri Roma Chaudang, 

Hibumora Borpothar Gaon, 

P.O.—Silgrant, Namrup, Dibiugath, 
Assam, 

Shri Amurjyoti Gogoi, 

Namrup Town, Part-I, 

P.O.—Parbatpur, Dist—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 

Shri Dayal Tanti, 

Hapjan Parbat Tea Estate, 

P.O.—Parbatpur, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam 

Shri Bhaben Saikia, 

Namrup (Near H.F.C. Church) 

P.O, —Parbatpur, Distt—Dibrugarh, 
Assam. 


121—Chabua Assembly Shri Gangaram Tanti, 
Constituency Gelapukhuri Gaon, 

I’.O.—Tinsukia, Distt —Tinsukia, 
Assam. 


1919 [Part II— Sec. 3(in)] 


5 


Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 


do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


38. 


-do- 
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1. 


4. 




39. Gen. election to Assam 

Legislative Assembly, 1996. 

121 —Ctabus Assembly 
Constituency 

Shri Purnananda B.trali, 

Scnchowa Pukhuri Village, 

Dist—Dibrugaib, 

Assam, 

Failed to lodge any account 
election expenses. 

40. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Rantdas tiumar Tanli, 

I.imognri Tea Estate, 

P.0,—Rangapnra, Dist—Tinsukia, 
Assam. 

-do* 

41 . -do- 

-do- 

Shri Sashindra Nath Das, 

Rangapara Road, 

P.O.—Tinsukia, Dist—Tinsukia, 

Assam. 

-do- 

42. -do- 

123—Digboi Assembly 
constituency, 

Shri Kamala Moran, 

Digboi Ducca Line, 

P.O—Digboi, Dist—Tinsukia, 

Assam. 

-do- 

43. -do- 

125—Doom Dooma 
Assembly consti¬ 
tuency. 

Shri Ramkrishna Sonar, 

Rupai Tea Estate, 

P.O—Doom Dooma, Dist—Tinsukia, 
Assam. 

-do- 


of 


[No. 76/AS/96] 
By Order, 
K. J. RAO, Secy. 


?n^r 


fcwV, 7 5 t3pt, 199 7 

m. g. 92. —fwm toto w totor iff wi | fr 4f4 TORff 4 t rtot ( 2 ) 4 fafgfct^ from- 
ft f q *fpf> wt % ttthtw fwfw, 1999 Jr gW rtto tor 3 if fafgfae fwfw wg tot Rcw «rwr«ff, 
t>f sjfofgfTOr srfafgro, 1951 tot rrtfVg tor gq fgroT tot srtftw to4V % tor ( 4 ) if tot gfer wrg 
faufag ®wr w wr fafsr am v'tfm frfg ft srfasr gmf if stwt to t; 

<nVr gw sTwrfwf % tow $tot fro, mg w 4r gw xm>*m *f> faq 77 eft $V$ ttw stott TOfrgw 
gff fern | m gw 3 ttt fro gq w, trfo xrf &r fzrmx wq % wtoi f^m mTOr m w totor 

Cr w | % gw tot gw tortott qf faq wf toTw to gr Rmfrog g;ff f; 

w: to from srratg gw Rfafqror qff am 10^^ totor if 4V% ?rrwfr % to (3) if fafgf%R 
mfwqf W 4w % fwfr 4 t w v to fmff ttw/to totor ^ Vtor tot to^t fwR qr tort to 

toT sfa; jfrff £ faq ^g m^r % ?0q gif mTOTfg t frq fw%r qffag tottt %:— 


^ fwfro-^ wt? 

siVrqpT 

1 2 

1. l-TO^TOfST (w.mm.) 

2. s-’pft 

3. 2 (HT'<< J ia (w. w. m.) 


mwft 

fqqfqq wq qi^r torA w tot f 
4k wr 

3 

4V ^wr gw, ?*ir ^rofKkT 

mi 4 14 4r. m. rtVw, 

fwr tojw, gfrm 
4r fwnrfk 'pnroT q^kT tost, 
gt/fam 5 <f, gfrm 
4> % FTwr, «rrg %ra^V, 

4t. WTTEWW fTOT totris, g4fm 


rgfTT m giw 

4 

fwfw »ro'f w w T 

if TTWR X?: 1 

—sfr— 

—g4V 

[4 76/g4fgT-g'r.fr. 97 ( 4 )] 
HT^r ft, 

gww 73 ^ gfw 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th April. 1997 

O.N. 9’.—',Vhere;ii, the (-.lection Commission satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in column (3) of 
the Table below at the election to the House of the People 1999 held front the constituency specified in column (2) against his/her name 
has failed to lodge an account of his/fidt election expenses or in the manner required by law, as shown in column (4) of lliesaid table, 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rulesmade thereunder; 

An 1, wha’ets, the said c-tndidates hive either n nt furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due notice o * 
the Election Commission, after considering the repicremations, if tiny, made by any of them is satisfied thatnhe/she has no good reason 
or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 1UA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons specilied in 
column (3) of the Table below to he disqualified for being choson as and for being, a member of either House of the Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly oi Legislative Council of a Statei Union Territory for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


SI. No. & Name of Parlia- 
No. mentary Constituency 

1. I—Mayurbhanj (SO 


2. 8—Puri 


3 . 20—Sundurgarh (ST) 


Name and addiess of contesting candidate 


3. 


Sh. Guru Charan Naik, 

At—Tulasichoura, Ward No. 14, 
P.O,—Baripada, 

Dhtt—Mayurbhanj, 

Orissa. 

Sh. Chintamani Pujapanda, 
Gudia Sahi, 

PO/Distt—Puri, 

Orissa. 

Sh. Mohan Samanta, 

At. Kendudihi, 

P.O.t Kalaiposh. 

Disit.—-Sundcrgarh. 

Orissa. 


Reason for disqualification 
4. 

Failed to lodge the account of election 
expenses. 

-do- 

-do- 


[No. 76/OR-HP/97(4j 
By order, 

GHANSHYAM K/HOHAR, Secy. 


TtfcwfOj 8 1997 

ttt.w. 93 .—Apt p ffrfafa'A 1950 

( 1950 Tt 43) TT 9T7T 13T 3ft RfftHTT (l) 

gnr str urf^cT 0 f tt ttt ijp, ?nT?rfRR‘rn' 

sppqtn rtt rwr % tetri?] r, ^rTat^rf^ 
% RIFT TT n fTTpTTiffr, SITf.F.f’R. ( 1 969) 
•jjmw, HTwrfRT faraT, Anta tt w 

faqfaR TTfaTrO' % *7 YTT TFtTK 31^1 

T7T *ft aTftid R sflT SmTT <TT 3TTT 

TlfRrf TERT f I 

2 nit ti.. T. fTRTTntT T Rgtff T^RTT 
ITT frtfY TT*i '% TTIRF?f TT cETTR R>T f R7 STCff 
q , <r| T EfTPTf TT T ^Y f% 3 ^TTT RTRIT 
R TS% antJ? ?R ^ ^1 

3. nY t.%. frwFffr rrr frafaR ^fsmft 
RiPT JI^TT % 6T R TT^ TTfT i£R RTR tRT.TT 

% RlfFT fTTft 'ft 9TR FT TL2 Rfu fcHci FR4P 
R^Y H^tl “P.R fRRTT ^R% ftp TRTT TT^T RfRTTRT 
r fRR'RR fTRTff % 9RPt RTTR % rN/T Rlfa? 
fw RT^^rr i 

[R. 154/R.R./97] 

Rftw R, 
ft. ttt. r^tr, Rfrr 


New Delhi, the 8th April, 1997 

O.N, 93,—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 13A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1950). the Election Commission of India, 
in consultation with the Government of Madhya Pradesh 
hereby nominates Shri A. K. Vijnyavargiya, IAS (1969), 
Chairman, Secondary Education, Mudhya Pradesh, Bhopal 
as the Chief Hlecotra] Officer for the State of Madhya Pradesh 
with effect from the date he takes over charge and until 
further orders vice Shri Ranbir Singh. 

2. Shri A. K. Vijayavargiya shall cease to hold and hand 
over forthwith the charge of all or nny charges of work, 
under the Government of Madhya Pradesh which he may 
be holding before such assumption of office. 

3. Shri A. K. Vijayavargiya while functioning as the Chief 
Electoral Officer, Madhya Pradesh shall not hold any addi¬ 
tional charirc whatsoever under the Government o'f Madhya 
Pradesh, except that he should be designated Secretary to the 
Government incharpe of Flection Department in the State 
Secretariat. 

TNo. 1547MP/971 

By Order, 
C. R, BRAHMAM, Secy, 
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